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Foreword 

By 

Arsha Vidyabhushana, 

Sri Jalavallabha Purushottam garu, M. a., 

Lecturer in Sanskrit, S. R. E, & 0. V. E. College, Vijayawada, 

( Formerly Principal, Sanskrit College, Kovvur,) 

The evils resulting from the attempt of the western Indologists 

to compress the history of India extending over about crores of years 

into the small compass of 4000 or 5000 years to suit the Biblical 

conception of the age of the world and the historical conception of the 

western countries are incalculable. By this mutilation of Indian 

chronology, the age of the Vedas is cut down by crores of years, and 

the Eamayana, the Mahabharata and the Puranas have become but 

myths or are supposed to contain a negligibly small kernel of truth 

and are entirely unreliable for historical studies. The conception 

of the four ages of Krita, Treta, Dwapara and Kali is supposed to be 

fantastic and all the detailed accounts of kings and dynasties given 

in the Puranas are entirely discounted. As a consequence, the history 

of India is made to start with Alexander’s invasion or with Gautama 

Buddha 

Although some Indian scholars like Abinash Chandra Das have 

carried back the beginning of Indian civilization by millenia of years 

and Geological and Astrological and archaeological evidence unrolling 

itself every day is categorically repudiating the chronology assigned to 

ancient Indian history by western Orientalists, still the history taught 

in our schools and colleges runs in the old and condemned rut and the 

historical scholars in our universities are sticking with dogged loyalty 

to the theories of their masters from Sir William Jones to Vincent 

Smith. No scholar ever thought of trying to find out what exactly 

was wrong with the Puranas and other indigenous historical works like 

Rajatarangini and Nepala Raja Vamsavali to merit condemnation and 

distrust. It became a superstition with historians to swallow every 

dogma uttered by the early western Indologiscs and to look down upon 

indegenous historical apcounts. The superstition has grown so menacing 

that eyen if a map of original thipking coulfl establish, by irrefutable 
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evidence, the correctness of a particular point in the Puranic or other 

indigenous account, these historians have lost the intellectual honesty 

to correct the standing theory and aocept the new one. Open-minded¬ 

ness, the sine-qua-non of a research scholar has become entirely absent, 

with the result that any attempt to refute an old theory is condemned 

as not falling in line with the received ideas and notions of the research 

scholars. Goodness alone knows how a thesis can fall in line with a 

theory which it professes to refute ! 

It is under these circumstances that the venerable author of 

this book who is well neigh a septuagenarian seeks to open the eyes 

of the historical minded people to a vista of historical facts widely 

spread over the vast range of the Puranic and other historical literature 

in Sanskrit. He has traced the history of Bharat from its earliest 

beginnings, and has shown in his research publications, which are 

about a score in number, that Aryavarta was the cradle of humanity, 

that humanity and human civilization spread to all countries on the 

globe from this land, that the dynastic lists given in the puranas are 

cent percent correct and that there is nothing outrageous to our 

historical sense in the historical portions of the Puranas and that 

unless and until due evidence is given to the Puranas and other 

historical works in Sanskrit like Eajafcarangani and Nepal Raja 

Vamsavali no genuine history of Bharat can be constructed. 

Sri Pandit Venkatachalam s works have earned the encomium of 

eminent intellectuals like Dr. B. Pattabhi Sita Ramayya, Kavisamrat 

Viswanatha Satyanarayana Garu M. A., Kalaprapurna Dr. Chilukuri 

Narayana RaoPantulu M A., P. Hd; Sri Paramahamsa Parivrajakacharya, 

Sri Jagadguru Sri Vimalananda Bharati Swamy, Siddheswari Peetadhi- 

pati (M. A.) and K. S, Ramaswami Sastriyar, Retired Dt. Judge, Madras 

etc. and are bound to appeal to a wider circle of scholars when trans¬ 

lated into English. Some of the theories of the author are revolutionary 

in nature and would naturally startle the Indologists. I hope, the 

Indologists would soon recover from the shock and pause to consider 

the weight of arguments, the force of logic and the abundance of 

evidence on the side of his theories and would not hesitate to dub him 

a historian in the true sense of the word and a pioneer in the field of 
reconstructing the genuine history of Bharat, 

In refuting the wrong identity of - Ohandragupta Maueya with 

S^ndrqcottus of the Qreeks, in establishing the historicity of 



Vikramaditya, in salvaging the history of Kashmir and Nepal from the 

tampering hands of the western Indologists and in several other things, 

the author has exhibited remarkable originality and a penetrating 

intellect. 

The author has put the English-knowing public under a deep 

debt of gratitude by placing into their hands this thesis on the genuine 

history of Bharat, so ably translated by Sri M. Sivakammayya 

Garu M. A. The scope of the thesis is fully explained by the author 

in his preface. I fervently hope that, ere long, all the Telugu 

publications of the author will be translated into English either by 

himself or by other compebant scholars, so that Indologica! studies may 

inaugurate a new era in consonance with the freedom achieved by 

Bharat from political slavery and the resultant intellectual slavery. 

Vijayawada, [ 
i 

4—9—1953. 

Jatavallabha Pnrashottam, M. a,, 

Lecturer in Sanskrit 

S. RR & C. V. R. College. 



Nepala-Raja Vamsavali 

Introduction. 

The author of this book needs no introduction to the Telugu 

reading public, He is well-known in Andhra for the numerous volumes 

of Arya Vignanam Series which he has been bringing out regularly at 

a remarkably rapid rate in the face of the most adverse and discouraging 

circumstances. 

His work in this direction which belongs to the domain of 

historical research, though of a very unusual type, has one for him nhe 

respectful admiration of eminent patriots and savants like Dr. B# 

Pattabhi Sitaramayya, Kalaprapurna Dr. Chilukuri Narayanarao and 

Kavi Samrat Yiswanadha Satyanarayana who have been impressed by 

his vast erudition no less than by his rare courage and single minded 

devotion to his patriotic endeavour to recover and establish the 

historical value of our epics and Puranas and the hoary antiquity of our 

perennial civilisation, 

•His thesis in broad outline is: 

1. Our epics and Puranas afford indubitable historical material on 

the basis of which a continuous, consistent and authentic history of our 

ancient culture and civilisation can be constructed. 

2. The view, propagated by interested and biassed European 

Orientalists that our epics and Puranas are merely imaginative literary 

works of exclusively religious and ethical value and unreliable for 

historical purposes, is entirely baseless. 

3. The detailed accounts of historical events and the dynastic lists 

of the kings of the various kingdoms of Bharat with their reigaing 

periods, from the time of the Mahabharata war available in our epics 

and Puranas, are supported by indubilitable scientific and astronomical 

data, imbedded in the same deliberately to guard against such allega, 

tions and perversions. 

4. The biassed conclusions of the European Oriental scholars are 

themselves based on dubious evidence, vague assumptions, arbitrary 

hypotheses mischievous interpretations and illogical and flimsy arguments 

though unfortunately they have acquired the status of proved historical 

facts by the mere prestige of the ruling nation to which they belonged- 
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long uncontradicted emphatic repetition, passage of time and the meek 

slavish acquiescence of the Indian Historical Scholars who were their 

disciples. 

5. It is incumbent on us, now that we are free from the degrading 

incubus of pol’tical subordination, to recover our cultural freedom and 

integrity as well, and attempt to reconstruct the true history of our 

country after a careful and dispassionate enquiry into the genuine 

sources and all the authentic historical records and tradition available 

to us, so that tbe nation may plan for and achieve its destiny in the 

future on the basis of and in confirmity with the bent of its native 

genius manifest in its past history. 

His thesis is based on his contention 

1. that the contemporaneity of Alexander the Great and Chandra 

gupta Maurya, which is the sheet-anchor of the chronology of ancient 

Indian History, so far as the Western European Orientalists and their 

unquestioning Indian disciples are concerned, is not, as it is commonly 

taken for granted, a proved historical fact but a mere hypothesis 

and a very questionable hypothesis at that and 

2. The eras in vogue in our country and mentioned in our 

literature and Puranas which have been totally ignored and rejected by 

these European historians deserve recognition and full use in 

reconstructing the history of our country, as also the scientific and 

astronomical data available in our literature which have been altogether 

neglected, perhaps owing to ignorance of their significance and because 

do not support their own biassed and arbitrary assumptions, 

3. The current text-books of history, taught in our schools and 

colleges are full of inconsistent and deliberately distorted accounts of 

our past, the result of a steady attempt on the part of the alien scholars 

to reduce the antiquity of our history and civilisation and to breed in 

us an inferiority complex, 

4. If the historical value of the Puranas and our eras is once 

properly recognised, there is enough historical material in our ancient 

literature to enable us to reconstruct our ancient history and evolve 

a connected, continuous and consistent chronological account of the 

various parts and therefore of the entire country of Bharat. 

The author has been endeavouring, through his various publi¬ 

cations of Arya Vignanam Series in Telugu, to present his views and 



the results of his valuable researches fco the Andhra public with copious 

references fco his authorities and elaborate arguments in support of his 

conclusions and earnest appeals for consideration and honest acceptance 

or refutation of his thesis. But so entrenched has been the prestige of 

the European Orientalists and their blind followers among the English 

educated Indian scholars in the field of historical research and so 

deplorably irrevocable has been the mental slavery and lethargy to 

which the nation has been acclimatised, that his views have not as 

yet gained the respect and attention which they deserve at the hands 

of our students and teachers of history. Even our University professors 

and research scholars i n history, with a few honourable exceptions, 

have not shown the least inclination to take the trouble of examining 

the original views of the author, the evidence and arguments he 

advances in support of the same and express their honest opinion 

favourable or unfavourable or attempt a refutation of his thesis, which 

he welcomes in the interests of the final discovery of truth, which 

should be the objective of every earnest historian. 

It was this poor response and callous indifference to his efforts 

in the Andhra area that goaded this irrepressible veteran to seek for a 

more alert and courageous attitude and response among the historical 

scholars of the other parts of India and outside and hence his attempts 

to get at least some of his numerous historical treatises translated into 

English so that they may be presented to all English knowing readers 

interested in history. But even in this attempt he is handicapped by 

the reluctance of the professional and specialist historians to help him. 

He has not been able, in spite of his best efforts, to secure the services 

of a single historical scholar for the task of translating his books into 

English. But in his answering determination and indomitable courage 

he has chosen to take the risk of entrusting the task of translating into 

English his valuable original historical researches, to a mere layman. 

The present translator has been a student of mathematics and science 

and a teacher of English language and literature and hence, an • utter 

layman so far as history is concerned. But even as a layman and a 

citizen of Free Bharat, he feels that the researches and views of the 

eminent author deserve wide publicity and critical examination at the 

hands of competent scholars and hence this venture on his part to 

enchroach on the domain of the historians who have only themselves 

to blame for the anamoly. This is the explanation and apology of the 

•translator and ha will be only too glad fco give place fco a regular sfcuden 
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of history, if any be forthcoming, in any future attempt of the author 

to publish similar translations of his other works into English, if, as a 

consequence of these translations more interest and curiosity be aroused 

in the English knowing public of India in his attempts to reconstruct 

the true history of ancient India. 

This volume is devoted exclusively to the history of Nepal for 

which the main source book, accepted on all hands, is the Nepala Raja 

Vamsavali. Here in the author exposes the arbitray and mischievous, 

manner in which the Western European Orientalists have dealt with 

the native source book, even while relying upon it mainly for all their 

conclusions, rejecting some of the dates, distorting some of the eras” 

amending the text in some places, interpolating irrelavent material so 

that they may reject the entire text on the ground of the inconsistency 

of the interpolated matter with the rest, and interpreting the text in 

the most illogical manner to suit their preconceived notions and 

theories and assumptions and to agree with the questionable evidence 

of coins, inscriptions and accounts of travel of foreign visitors to which 

they attach more importance than to native literature or tradition. 

The author exposes their deliberate and dishonest attempt to bring 

this history of Nepal into harmony with the similarly false histories 

of their own concoction, of the other regions of Bharat like Magadha 

and Kashmir, all inspired by the same unholy desire to reduce the 

antiquity of our history and civilisation by 1200 years, after the 

Mahabharata war of 3138 B. 0. and 1000 years before it. 

From the text of the Nepala Rajavamsavali as edited and 

interpreted by the learned author, two facts of general interest to 

all Indians interested in the ancient culture of Bharat, are established 

incidentally and established beyond doubt 

1. that Sri Adi Sankaracharya who stood up against the buddhistic 

onslaughts on Hinduism, revived it throughout the country and 

established the great Advaitio religions institutions known as Sankara 

Peethams in the different corners of the country, belongs to 509 B.O., and 

2. that Vikramaditya, the famous hero of literature and legend 

is a historical personage, and Indian Emperor who visited Nepal 

in 57 B. 0., induced the then king of Nepal, Amsuvarman to accept 

the status of a Samantha, within his empire and inaugurated his 

era there according to the Nepala Eaja Vamsavali, as published in the 

Indian Antiquary Vol. XIII P. 411 ff. 



As a result of the determination of the times of these historical 

personages Sri Adi Sankaracharya and Emperor Vikramaditya, many 

other events in the religious and cultural as well as political history of 

Bharat are determined fairly accurately ~ such as the times of Buddha, 

Jina or Mahavira, Kumarila Bhatta, Ramanuja, Madhva, Nagarjuna, 

Patanjali and the events of the life of Adi Sankara as the author shows 

in Appendix III, the other appendices are also well calculated to impress 

on the reader the wealth of historical material available to us if only 

we make proper use of our indigenous sources, in epics and Puranas — 

Appendix I showing the contemporaneity of the kings and royal 

dynasties of three major kingdoms of Bharat Magadha, Nepal and 

Kashmir. Appendix II showing the chronology of the imperial Royal 

Dynasties of Bharat from the time of the Mahabharata war down to 

the Modern period. Appendix IV drawing our attention to some major 

errors in modem books on Indian History. 

After exposing the mischief of the foreigners the author sets 

about reconstructing the history of Nepal on the basis of the evidence 

in the text freed from all distortion, interpolation and misinterpreta¬ 

tion. The exposure of the foreign historians as well his own 

constructive endeavour in this instance is quite typical of the author’s 

work and gives the reader a clear idea of the point of view and method 

of enquiry and nature,pf the objective of the learned author. 

It is to be hoped that this publication will result in drawing the 

attention of atleast some of the historical scholars all over India and 

abroad genuinely interested in the true history of ancient India, to his 

original thesis and in course of time a true and comprehensive history 

of the country based on all authentic evidence will be ascertained and 

evolved by unbiassed and dispassionate examination of all the available 

evidence. May the truth triumph, early as it is inevitably bound to 

triumph, ultimately. 

The translator has tried his best to keep the language within 

the bouuds of good manners but he pleads the difficulty of stating 

charges of dishonesty, mischief and false-hood in polite language. 

Perhaps some discourtesy is inevitable in such controversial matter and 

he craves to be judged with indulgence in this respect. 

Andhra Jateeya Kalasala, | 

Masulipatam, 20-5-1953. J (Sd.) M. Siya Kaaayya, M. 4,. 

ffi i'. 



Nepala -Raja Vamsavali 

Preface. 

— (By the Author.} 

The history of our country and our people is embodied in our 

Puranas and epics. These works contain genuine and brief historical 

records, from the beginning of the creation to the end of the 

twenty-eight Dwapara yuga. The history of the kings of the subsequent 

period also is given in the Puranas and it is named as the history of the 

future kings The Puranas give the history of 2S11 years from the 
Mahabharata war to the end of the Andhra dynasty. During this 

period reigned the Barhadradha, the Pradyota, the Sisunaga, the Nanda, 

the Maurya, the 3unga, the Kanwa iind the Andhra dynasties. In thi3 

Puranic account we have the list of king3 and the period of the reign 

of each king. It is said that thereafter the seven Andhra-Bhrutya 

kings would rule. These seven kings were of the Gupta dynasty. 

The history of 245 years of the Gupta emperors is given in 
Kaliyug&raja vrittanta, which is a part of Bhavishya Purana. 3056 

years after Mahabharata War in 82 B. C.t the Gupta empire ended and 
Vikramadifcya of the Panwar dynasty conquered the whole of India and 

annexed the Magadha empire. The kings of the Panwar dynasty reigned 
from 2710 Kali to 4295 Kali, or from 392 B. 0. to 1193 A. D. An 

accout.it of the kings of that dynasty with their reigning periods is given 

in the Pratisarga parva of Bhavishya Purana. 

During the reign of the last Andhra king the Magadha Empire 
dismembered owing partly to internal feuds. It was split up into 12 

small states. Chandragupta of the Gupta dynasty who was the minister 

and commander in the Andhra empire murdered the last Andhra 
emperor Chandrasri and became the guardian of his son minor 

Pulomavi, whom also ha murdered. 

This chandragupta belonged to the Lichchavi Eshatriya 

community (Suryavamsi) and is the founder of the Gupta Dynasty. 
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After murdering Pulomavi he annexed the northern portion of the 

Magadha province upto the river Ganges including Pataliputra, to his 

kingdom consisting of Ayodhya, Tirhat etc. He shifted his capital 

from Girivraja to Pataliputra, where he was crowned. 

At this juncture came the invasion of Alexander. Before crossing 

the Sindhn, Alexander with his armies camped in the Yavana province 

called Urasa (orUraga) which is now in the present Afganistan. 

Samudragupta the son of Chandragupta and the grandson ( Dowhitra 1 

of the king of Nepal who has been on hostile terms with his father and 

step-brother was rallying his armies in the Yavana, provinces of 

Abhisara, Urasa, Simhapura Divyakataka and Uttarajyotisha, in order 

to proceed against his father and recover the Pataliputra kingdom. 

The Yavana kshatriyas gradually lost their caste and became Mlechehas 

as they ceased to undergo and perform the 'Vedie ceremonies and rituals 

such as Upanayana. They began to live by unworthy means such as 

theft and butchery. 

They were excommunicated by the other kshatriyas of India. 

They lived as mercenery soldiers, in the various provinces of India. 

In the Mahabharata war they fought on the side of Duryodhana. 

We have gob detailed description of the technique cf their warfare and 

their status in the army in the Mahabharata. They were tenacious 

fighters and were stationed in weak spots in the army. Many of these 

Yavanas were proficient in Astrology and Astronomy. Yavsmarshl* 

the famous astrological author was a brahmin belonging to the Mlechcha 

community in which, however, the division of the four castes continued. 

In Ralhana’s Rajatarangini (1148 A. D.) we have the story of a Yavana 

Mlechcha Brahmana. 

“ fd§# St# §51: 1 

'* Bhikshuko dhanya mushtina yovano gramajodvijah 

yopyabhut gramadaivajno Vydheyo lostakabhidhah " 

(Raj. 7—295). 
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“ There was a brahmin born in a Yavana village who begged 

arms of paddy. His name was Loshtaka, and he was considered to be 

an astrologer of that village. 

The Yavana women were handsome and they were generally 

the bodyguards of the kings of various provinces fanning ehowries to 

the kings. 

“ sn*#!ctaT qN'W'r i 

jj *> 

ce 3<&H>^Sr* at I 

tsfooS'a^Sr'S^ tn>ar» ” II 

“ Prakjyotiska madhipassuro mleehchanamadhipo bali t 

Yavanaissahito Baja Bhagadatto maharadhah ” !! 

Bharatam. Sabha, ch. 51-18, 14. 

“ In the pragjyotisha kingdom there lived the Kirata kshabriyas 

who were mleehehas. (The Kiratas were not an uncivilised tribe. 

They were a sect of Arya Kshatriyas. Like the Bamattas, Haras, 

Hunas and Ysvanas they attained Mlechehahood by giving up Vedic- 

rituals. The Kshatriya Mleehehas are referred to in the Vedas by 

the word ” Dasyues ”. (Vide Manu 10-43-45) 

Bhagadatta, the Great warrior was the king of Kiratas. 

Pragjyotisha was a kingdom on the eastern border of India near Assam. 

His subjects were kshatriya Mleehehas; himself was an Arya Kshatriya 

following the Vadic Dharma. The Mahabharata mentions many sects 

of Mlechchaised Kshatriyas. 

%V\W, Elto;^c{ % ^qi: I 
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i< TT’-ab-sr'S-", sS-*vr»?r“05^, ^Q'rr^gjS3^yh~>g ! 

•&Tr^r“ ^i-':&T~cs;?5~§", -ss-sv^r-, *:S v£, I •;. ••■^"*# 

csssS^r-, ■?~s-=~ ■'> ii 

(Bharatam Sabha Parva 32 ch. whole ) 

1 Bamattan, Hara, Hunamscha, Pratichyascbaiva ye nrupaha 1 

Mlechchan paramadarunan papluvan barbaraschaiva Kiratan 

Yavanan Sakan ”!! 

(In connection with the Bajasuya sacrifice Sahadeva conquered 

the following cruel Mleehcha tribes :-) 

“ The Bamattas, tha Hunas, the Barbaras, the Kirafcas, the 

Yavanas, the Sakas and the (Kshatriya Mlechchas) kings in the west 

of Bharat, They were converted to Islam in the 12 th century but yet 

some of the old names of these communities are still preserved along 

with their communal enrity. The present day ‘Hur, is a corrupt form 

of the original word “ Hara’'. People of these Indian communities like 

the Hunas, the Barbaras, the Pallavas, the Sakas, the Yavanas and the 

Bamattas or Roomakas gradually occupied Europe, Africa and Northern 

Asia, and widely spread. It appears that tha ancient people of all 

countries who were the original inhabitants of North-western India, 

who migrated there periodically. 

We already saw how Samudragupta was getting ready for 

an expedition against his father and step-brother. With this rallied 

military force he gave a terrible fight to Alexander, by which he was 

obliged to retreat. On the way he died at Babylon with a broken heart 

due to his defeat in India. Around this historical fact, modern historians 

have woven a web of untruths which are passing for history. While 

Zandrames, Sandrocottus and Sandrocyptua are the corrupt forms of 

Chandrasri, Chandragupta, (of Gupta dyansty) and Samudragupta 

respectively; the modern historians have wrongly identified them with 

Mahapadmananda, Chandragupta Maurya (of the Maurya Dynasty) and 

Bindusara or Amitraghata. This was the period between 326 B. C.,-? 

322 B. C. 

If we reckon tha respective periods of the various dynasties given 

in the Pnranas backwards from 327 B. C. (of Chandrasri and Gupta 
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Chandragupta) we arrive at 3138 B„ C., which is the date of the 

Mahabharata war. That Kali era begins with 3102 B.C., is supported 

by the .astronomical references in the Pur an as. "Western scholars 

like Sir William Jones. Dr. Buhler, Cunningham, Dr. Wilson, 

Dr. Stein and Dr. Hulzsch etc., have also adopted this era. The 

Saptarshi era or the Loukikahda or the Kashmirabda which begins 

with 3076 B.C., the.year of the Swargarobana of the Pandavas. When 

the western scholars began to write the history of India in 1859 A. D., 

there were three eras current in India. 1. The Yudhistira era 

(3138 B.C.) 2. The Kali era (3102 B C.) 3. The Saptarshi era 

or The Laukikabda (3076 B.C.). The Western scholars ought to have 

started the history with one of these t area eras but instead of that 

they made the date of Alexander’s invasion (326 B.C.) the starting point 

of Indian history. All the Paranas give connected regular accounts of 

dynasties from the Mahabharata war (£138 B.O). It is surprising that 

in this respect the modem historians went their own way without 

valid grounds for deviating from the Puranic accounts from which they 

solely derived the IfittSe material that is found in their works. They 

want to the length of proclaiming that prior to Alexander’s invasion 

there was no important event in Sanskrit literature that could be the 

starting point of Indian history. These historians entirely left out the 

Andhra and Gupta kings of Magadha who were really the contem¬ 

poraries of Alexander and made Chandragupta Maurya Alexander’s 

contemporary who actually lived 1200 years before Alexander, The 

year of Chandragupta Maurya’s coronation was brought down from 1534 

B. C., to 322 B.C. No wonder that a history with such bad beginning 

has proved a mess of mistakes, doubts and misleading accconts. 

I myself was a victim of the misleading writings of the western 

scholars and. made certain statements based on them in my earlier 

works. Later as and when I detected their actual errors and mistakes, 

[ made amends in my writings to my earlier statements. 

In this present work is given an account of the history of 

Nepal from 4159 B. G. 

Here ws have details of the dynasties, the kings and their 

periods given in the Kali era. The western historians could not 

naturally reconcile their notion of the contemporaneity of Alexander 

arid Chandragupta Maurya, with the Kali era frequently used in the 
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Nepal Rajavamsavali and so they discarded the Kali era as baseless and 

to support their wrong theory they took to foul means like misrepre¬ 

sentation and concoction, which are exposed completely in the course 

of this book. 

It will be evident from the Nepala Rajavamsavali that the great 

Adi Sankaracharya was born in 509 B. 0., that Emperor Yikramaditya 

of the Panwar dynasty lived in the 1st century B.O., and that he went 

to Nepal and brought Amsuvarma ths king of Nepal under his empire 

and there inaugurated the Vikrama era of 5? B. G. or 3044 Kali, 

(Vide “The Indian Antiquary Voi. XIII pp. 411 ft’) 

Dr, Bubler made the unfair attempt of cutting down the names 

of certain kings and their reigning periods and of showing that 

Vikramadifcya and Amsuvarma were not contemporaries by bringing 

Amsuvarma to the seventh century A.D. However, he failed miserably 

in this attempt. This will be exposed in detail in this book. 

Alberuni (1031 A. D.) in his history of India, mentions the Sri 

Harsha era of 457 B, 0., as being current in Nepal. Dr. Buhler made 

the daring attempt, of substituting Sri Harsha Siladitya of 606 A. D., 

for Sri Harsha of 457 B. 0 , and of thus bringing into existence the 

Harsha Siladitya era which is entirely a fiietion. 

By this he tried to bypass the Vikrama era (57 B. G.) and the 

Sri Harsha era (457 B, G.) and to tamper the history of Nepal as 

he liked, This bungling cut at the very root of his theories and exposed 

his evil intents :n their nakedness, His inconsistent and self-contradic¬ 

tory theories are shown in this book, Similar attempts were made by 

other European Indologists to cut down the antiquity of Indian history. 

This injustice done to Bharat is exposed by us in the present work and 

in our “ Chronology of Kashmir History Reconstructed" and also in 

our “Chronology of India History Reconstructed". We hope that these 

and the other works of ours will be closely studied by the students of 

Indian history along with the works of the Western Indologists on the 

subject and that erelong the misleading nature of those writers will 

be fully realised and fresh attempts will be made by research scholars 

to re-write true Indian History. 

Although we have so far produced 13 books in Tulugu and 

2 books in English presenting of new outlook on the ancient history 



of India, Research scholars of Indian history have not taken sufficient 

interest either in supporting or contradicting of my works. Most of the 

individual scholars whom we mat personally and who lent us their 

ear for some time, admitted that there was much force in our arguments 

hut it might not be possible fur them to readily accept new theories 

after having accepted for decades as settled facts the theories of Western 

Indologists. Some of them had such a prejudiced mind that they 

refuse to hear us. We are in sympathy with them. They may take 

their own time to come round. But there are other scholars among us 

who may be laymen to history and yet count much in our intellectual 

life and are capable of evaluating works of this kind. We had therefore 

recourse to such scholars, to some of whom we are much indebted. 

We have to make special mention of Sri Modnii Sivakamayya 

gam M, A. Vice Principal of the Andhra lateeva Kalasala, Musuli- 

patam who kindly translated the Telugu original of this book into 

English and has contributed an introduction to this book. He is a great 

scholar widely respected for his intellectual honesty and we are proud 

that our work has been trnsi&ted by him, 

It should not be understood that Sri Sivakaruayya garu is 

merely our translator. He dived deep into the subject and made 

special study of the concerned period of history both from Indegenous 

sources and the mordern foreign sources and put to us searching 

questions, which gave us an oppurtunitv to clarify certain points, as 

an illustration of which we may mention the following fact 

The western historians assigned Asoka to the 3rd century B. 0., 

on the strength of the supposed references, in Asoku’s inscriptions to 

the Greek kings of that period, so the worthy translator told us that 

unless we contradicted this with sufficient tangible evidence, our 

assertion that Asoka belonged to the 15th century B. 0., would be 

aimplv dogmatic. Thereupon the author examined critically the Asokan 

inscriptions and produced a brochure on the time of Asoka and the 

contemporary Yona kings, (15th oentury B. C.) which has immensely 

satisfied Sri Siva Kamayya garu. It is in this way that he carried 

through, our request for rendering this book into English. 

We are thankful to Arsha Vidyabbushana Sri Jatavallabha 

Purushottam garu M. A. Lecturer in Sanskrit S. R. R. & G. V. R. 
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College Vijayawada (Formerly principal, Sanskrit college, Kovvur.) 

for taking interest in my works and encouraging me. We cannot 

forget kis occasional kelp in the translation of our works. 

We deplore the entire lack of the capacity to receive new things 

among our modern research scholars. They have a closed mind and 

they refuse to persue a line of thought unfamiliar to them. We 

have sent our books by registered post to scores of them in Andhra 

Desa, most of them had not got the oourtsy to acknowledge the receipt 

and none of them was kind enough even to criticise or appreciate them 

at least in a private letter. Bat it is to the credit of the other scholars 

to whom we have already referred that they are carefully studying my 

works and are keen on seeing that historical works of this type should 

give their due pkee in our historical studies. However, tha late 

Kalaprapurna, Mahopadhyaya Dr. Ckilukuri Narayana Bao pantulu 

M, A. P. Hd. L. T., Befeired Superintendent of Oriental languages, 

Government Arts College Anantapur, and one of the remarkable history 

scholar in our country, is a noble exception and he showed his 

appreciation of our efforts by contributing an introduction to one of 

our books. He clearly admitted that modern historical research was 

vitiated by a contempt for the Puranic account of our history and that 

it was the main cause of its wrong lead to our historical studies. The 

English translation of bis sentences are given below:— 

“ Till now our Indian History has been written in imitation of 

that of the Western Writers. Those books are prescribed as Texts in 

schools and Colleges for students The teachers instruct and the 

pupils study those books, in a blind manner, without any critical 

outlook. So we are not able to get a correct and true account of our 

National history. Even those who obtained English degrees wrote 

history without further research, depending entirely on the writings 

of Western scholars. There is no agreement in the writings of the 

learned historians even though they wrote them after some investigation. 

As the Oceidentalists had no faith, in tha original sources and records, 

excepting the inscriptions and in the Puranas, our historians also 

disregarded and neglected them (Puranas). However there is no dearth 

of wise and judicious chroniclers among us, outside the range of tha 

Western - educated, who can use their intellect to make a thorough 

study of the above sources, and produce an accurate and correct 

history. Of these, Sri Kota Venkatachalam, an Andhra scholar of 



Vijayawada tops the list. I have the goodluek of having acquaintance 
and association with the gentleman far the past three years. His 
attempts to exhibit the Bharatiya Culture, civilisation and traditions 
and the truths as expounded in his books are, indeed, peerless and 
praise - worthy. I had the good fortune of perusing his instructive 
and illuminating works, the out - come of his extensive and exhaustive 
researehes, namely, “ Kali Saka Vijnanam ” (three parts) " Who are 
Andhras ? ” “ Criticism on the Arctic Home of the Aryans ”» “ Manava- 
srishti Vijnanam or Genesis of the Human Race” and other works. 
Farther Sri Kota Venkatachalam exposed the several blunders 
committed by Pargitar in his book “ The Dynasties of the Kali Age ” 
and corrected his wrong theories* by citing quotations from the same 
Puranas, accepted as authentic by the same western scholars. I am of 
opinion that all the Andhras should study “ Kali Saka Vijnanam . 
His decisions about the Jambu Dvipa Vibhagams (Divisions) are 
admirable. The angle of vision and the line of argument in his work 
“ Who are Andhras ? ” are quite logical and original. The true origin 
of the Andhras has been correctly shown in this book. His criticism 
on the “ Arctic Home ” is quite an authoritative document upon 
Sri B. G. Tilak’s work. While the Western scholars who could not 
fathom the depths of the Vedic lore, were led astray by the scholarship 
of Tilak and so praise his boob, Sri Venkatachalam, with his deep 
knowledge of Vedic lore, was able enough to contradict and criticise 
it and supply correct interpretation. His work, the Bharatiya Sakas, 
is of great use, since it lays bare gross mistakes of the westerners and 
at the same time establishes the correct dates of the Indian Bras. 

The eminent erudition and the critical acumen of the author 
arrests the spread of the false notions and upholds the cause of true 
and correct Indian History. He wrote several works in this vein and 
I trust that they will all soon see the light of the day. ” 

Anantapur, ) CL Narayana Rao, m. a., Ph. d., l. t., 

14-10-1958 | ( Mahopadhyaya & Kalaprapurna) 

We are thankful to the press both English and Telugu, for 
having reviewed our works in detail. 



We submitted our thesis proving the wrong identity of Sandro- 

eottus mentioned by the Greeks with Chandragupta Maurya and 

establishing the identity of Sandrocottus with Gupta Chandragupta to 

the “ All India Oriental Conference held in 1951 at Lucknow. In the 

“Indian history Congress” of 1951, 1952, also held in Jaipur, and 

Gwalior respectively we submitted our treatises. But yet our historical 

scholars did not care to give them due attention. Such is the apathy 

of historical scholars, which is the most distressing factor in my 

attempts to create a fresh outlook on our past among our people. 

We now place before the English reading public the following 

five books:— 

1. Indian Eras. 

2. Chronology of Nepal History Reconstructed. 

3. The Pre-Determined Plot in Indian History exposed, 

4. Chronology of Kashmir History Reconstructed. 

5. Chronology of Indian History Reconstructed. 

We appeal them to study these works which reflect the genuine 

history of Bharat and expose the western Indologists. 
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Chronology of Nepal History Reconstructed 
NepaUi Raja Vamsavali 

o r 

The Royal Dynasties of Nepal 

Dr. G. Buhler C. I. E. has published in the Vol. XIII of 

The Indian Antiquary p. 41L ff. the essay of Dr. Bhagavanlal 

Indraji Ph. D. (Hons.) M. R. A. S.. entitled ‘ Some considera¬ 

tions of the History of Nepal’ together with his own commentary 

and the dynastic lists of the Kings of Nepal. Therein he writes ; 

” The History of Nepal, such as it was known, before 

the publication of my ‘ Inscriptions from Nepal ( The Indian 

Antiquary Vol. IX p. 168 ff.) ’ was derived solely from the 

modern Vams&valies or lists of the Dynasties of which several 

exist in the libraries of the country. 

“Dr. Wright’s ‘ History of Nepal ’ is derived from a 

Parvatiya Vamsavali” (The Indian Antiquary Vol. XIII p.411 ). 

The Kali Era in the Royal Dynasties of Nepal 

In the lists of the Kings of the Royal dynasties of 

Nepal, the references to some of the prominent events are 

made in terms of the Kali Era. The years of the Kali Era, 

reckoned on the assumption of the equivalence of Kali 1 to B. C, 
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3101, mentioned therein have been converted into the corres^ 

ponding years of the Christian Era and noted there by 

Dr.Buhler, who did not raise any objection to the assumption of 

tile equivalence of the year 1 of the Kali Era to B. C. 3101. 

The starting point of Kali Era is B. C. 3102 

In the usual strain of Western Orientalists who have 

consistently endeavoured to reduce the antiquity of the history of 

Nepal as of other countries of the east and, for that purpose, to 

depict the Royal Dynastic lists of the countries as of questiona¬ 

ble authenticity and doubtful authority for purposes of histori¬ 

cal reconstruction, he has rejected the times of the events 

noted in the Nepala Raja Vamsavali reckoned therein on the 

Kali Era as erroneous! he has conducted unwarranted and 

dubious enquiries into the dates mentioned without any specific 

Era and came to his own conclusions with a view to reconcile 

them with the other socalled accepted historical facts, themselves 

based similarly on questionable hypothesis and unconvincing 

reasoning. Thus he has attempted to push forward the recor¬ 

ded history of Nepal from B. C. 4159 to somewhere from the oth 

and 7th centuries before the Christian Era, reducing the 

number of the Kings of some of the dynasties, reducing the 

length of the reigns of some others, and thus overhauling the 

entire history. This is his ‘commentary’ on the text. Besides, 

on the alleged ground that the letters of an inscription of King 

Amsuvarman of Kali 3000 or B. C. 101, resemble the script in 

use in the country in the 6th and 7th centuries after Christ, he 

has suggested, for the Kings mentioned in the inscription, times 

subsequent to the 6th or 7th century A. D. 

With the object of rendering the text unacceptable, 

some inconsistent and irrelevant matter has been interpolated 

and on account of the obvious inconsistency of such matter, the 

entire text of the Royal dynasties of Nepal has been rejected as 

unreliable and unauthoritative. 

All the same, in view of the absence of any other gui¬ 

dance or alternative authoritative source for the reconstruction 

of the history of Nepal,the names of as many of the Kings of these 

4ynastic lists as suited their purposes have been accepted by 
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these Western Orientalists! the dates reckoned on the Kali Era 

have been rejected as unreliable and substituted by their own 

hypothetical dates based on guess - work and biassed assump. 

tions. Thus the same fate befell the history of Nepal as to the 

history of India and the history of Kashmir, in the hands of 

these Western Orientalists like Dr, Fleet, Cunningham, Ruhler* 

Stein etc. 

Hence, we propose to establish the validity of the Kali 

Era and the events recorded in the Kali Era in the lists of the 

Kings of Nepal and on their basis the antiquity of the recorded 

history of Nepal, rejecting the inconsistent, irrelevent, incorrect, 

conclusions of the Western scholars and the interpolated matter 

introduced by interested foreign critics into the text of the 

Royal Dynastic lists of Nepal. Dr. Buhler himself writes about 

the initial dates of the Saptarshi and Kaliyuga Eras thus: 

“ The discovery of the initial date of the Saptarshi Era 

which I obtained in Kashmir, makes it possible to fix the reigns 

of the Kings after Avantivarman with perfect accuracy. The 

beginning of the Saptarshi Era is placed by the Kashmirians on 

Chaitra Sudi 1 of the 25th year of the Kaliyuga, and the 24th 

year, ( or 1148 A. D.) in which Kalhana wrote, is consequently 

the Saptarshi year 4224. For from Kaliyuga 25 to the beginning 

of the Saka Era is — 3154. From Sakasamvat 3 to Kalhana’s 

time (1148 A. D.) is 1070, (1070 + 3154=) 4224. Saptarshi year. 

‘‘My authorities for placing the beginning of the Saptar- 

shi Era in Kali 24 are the following: First, P. Day&rani Jotshi 

gave me the subjoined verse, the origin of which he did not 

know : 

“When the years of the Kaliyuga marked by the arrows 

and the eyes ( i. e., five and two, or as Indian dates have to be 

read backward, 25 ) had elapsed, the most excellent seven 

Rishis ascended to heaven. For in the calender (used) in the 

world the virtuous declare the computation of the Saptarshi 

years to begin from that point. 

“ Pandit Dayarsm explained the verse as I have done 

in the above translation and added that each Saptarshi year 
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began on Chaitra Sudi 1 and that its length was regulated by 

the customary mixing of the Chandra and Soura mi,nis. 

“ The correctness of his statement is confirmed by a 

passage in P. Sahibram's RSjatarangini Samgraha where the 

author says that the Saka (Salivahana) year 1786 (A. D. 1864), 

in which he writes, corresponds to Kali 4065 and to Saptarshi 

or Laukika Samvat 4940. One of the copyists, too, who copied 

the Dhvanyaloka for me in September, 1875 (A. D.) gives in the 

colophon, as the date of his copy, the Saptarshi year 4951, 

These facts are sufficient to prove that P. Dayilram’s statement 

regarding the beginning of the Saptarshi Era is not an invention 

of his own but based on the general tradition of the country. 

“Ido not doubt for a moment that the calculation 

which throws the beginning of the Saptrashi Era back to 3076 

B. C. is worth no more than that which fixes the beginning of 

the Kaliyuga in 3101 B. C. But it seems to me certain that it is 

much older than Kalhana’s time, because his equation 24 = 1070 

agrees with it. It may therefore be safely used for reducing 

with exactness, the Saptarshi years, months and days mentioned 

in his work to years of the Christian Era. The results which 

will be thus obtained will always closely agree with those 

gained by General Cunningham, who did use the right key ” 

(Pages 264 to 268 Ind. Ant. Vol. VI.) 

In the above quotation Dr. Buhler proves indubitably 

the initial dates of the Saptarshi Era and the Kali Era to be 

3076 and 3102 B. C, respectively. 

All the Puranas declare that the Kali Era began 36 

years after the Mahabharata war. So, we may fix the date of 

the Mahabharata war as 3102 + 36-3138 B. C. 

Authenticity of the Vams avail 
Of the authenticity of the Vamsavali Dr. G. Buhler 

writes It is evident that, though this Vamsavali contains 
many elements of historical truth, it possesses no value whatever 
as a whole. ” (The Indian Antiquary, Vol. XIII, P. 417) 

It is possible to consider the true facts of the history of 

Nepal claimed to have been discovered by Bhagavan L|1 Indraji 
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and commented upon by Dr, Buhler, to accept such as are 

really true among them, to reject such as are unacceptable and 

unreliable for purposes of history and to render the Vamsa¬ 

vali as a whole a sufficiently useful document for the purpose 

of reconstructing the history of Nepa1, Instead of that, Buhler 

adopts the contrary procedure, rejects the valuable historical 

parts of the text, selects for his criticism the obviously inconsi¬ 

stent interpolations, and discards all the facts of the Vamsavali 

which establish the antiquity of the history and civilisation of 

Nepal. 

The first of the Royal dynasties mentioned in the 

Vamsavali is the Mata thirtha GoPala dynasty of eight kings who 

ruled for 522 years. The periods (given) for the reigns of the 

kings separately total up exactly to the period of 522 years 

allotted for the dynasty as a whole. But the suspicion of the 

authenticity of this part of the text is roused in Buhler by the 

figures of 88 years and 80 years and 93 years allotted to the 

first, third and fourth kings respectively of The dynasty. 

Of the Kirata dynasty whose kings ruled in Nepal for 

about 1118 years, Dr, Buhler says similarly, “The number of 

1118 years allotted to the 29 kings of this race is, however, too 

great for in India the duration of a generation amounts, as the 

statistical tables of the life-insurance companies show, at the 

outside, only to 26 years, 

“They could not possibly have ruled longer than 600 

or 700 years” 
( The Indian Antiquary Vol, XIII p 417, ) 

The period of 1118 years for the reigns of 29 kings 

is, it seems, highly improbable, too long to be true, accor¬ 

ding to Dr. Buhler,. So he presumes to conjecture that the 

dynasty could not have ruled Dr a period longer than 600 or 

700 years on the whole. The basis of the argument behind 

his conjecture is the average life of 26 years arrived at by life 

Insurance companies for Indians of the 20th century A. D., 

itself based on statistical tables of contemporary mortality. 

On the basis of these figures, he presumes to fix the limits of 
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the lives and reigns of the kings who ruled in Nepal six 

thousand years ago. He expects all of us, Indians and 

Nepalese, the people of Lhe countries concerned, to accept 

his conjectural figures based on such authority and such 

reasoning as authoritative facts of history. All the Indian 

historians who were his disciples and followed his school of 

thought, have till now,, accepted his conclusions unquestioningly, 

taking his basic conjectural assumptions for proved historical 

facts. But this is too fantastic. The arguments of these Wes¬ 

tern Orientalists and their eastern disciples are devoid of 

reason or at best based on flimsy reasoning. 

Their conclusions do not deserve to form the basis of 

the history of these countries. Conjectures and hypothesis can 

never form the foundation on which the superstructure of the 

history of any country can be built up. The History of a 

countty should be reconstructed in accordance with the real 

sources and ancient authorities available and only to the extent 

to which such sources and authorities warrant. The attempt to 

fill up the gaps in the history of a country should be made only 

by the people of the country acquainted with the native 

traditions of the country, handed "down from generations, and 

in conformity with such traditions. Such attempts should not 

and cannot successfully be made by foreigners or even by the 

natives of the country who blindly follow the foreigners, in 

ignorance of their own culture and customs and traditions. 

Evidence with regard to the longevity of Indians of two 

thousand years back, available in the records of the Greek 

historians who actually accompanied Alexander when he inva¬ 

ded India or obtained their information directly from such 

witnesses who were in a position to observe the facts for 

themselves, is re-produced here. 

‘‘The Indians are not afflicted with headache, or tooth, 

ache or ophthalmia, nor have they mouthsoresor ulcers in any 

part of the body. The age to which they live is 120,130, and 150 

years, though the very old live to 200 years.’’ (Arrian Ind. 15, 

12, and Frag XXII-C.) (Vide Ancient India as described by 

|<tesias translated by J. W. Mac. Crindle page 18), 



Authenticity of the Vamsavali 7 

'‘They (the Indians) are just, and of all men are longest 

lived, attaining the age of 170 and some even 200 years.” (Page 

25 of Mac Crindle’s Ancient. India.) 

“According to Ktesias, the Indian people live for 200 

years.” (Mac. Crindle’s History ol India p. 61) 

“The inhabitants were believed to attain the age of a 

hundred and thirty years.” (Early History of India By V. A. 

Smith, p. 100) 

If our ancestors of 2000 years back were able to live 

from 130 years up to even 200 years, we have only to imagine 

how far stronger and longer-lived might have been our 

remoter ancestors of 6000 or 5000 years back. It is fantastic to 

argue that it is improbable for 29 kings to have ruled alto, 

getner for 1118 years. The figures work out to an average of 

only 38$ years for each reign. This is in fact too short a period. 

The 22 Kings of the Barhadradha dynasty who reigned in 

Magadha after the Mahabharata War (3. C. 3138) ruled for 

1000 years. On the average, each king of the dynasty must 

have ruled for 45$ years. The ten kings of the Sisunaga 

dynasty ruled for 360 years on the whole. On the average each 

king of this dynasty ruled for 36 years. The seven kings of the 

Gupta dynasty of Magadha including Chandraguptha and 

Samuclragupta, ruled for 245 years, i* e. on the average 35 years 

each. 

“ We have got the recent case of Nizam - ul - Mulk, 

who died when he was 1044 so this is not impossible” 

(Vide - The RashatrakiHas and their times from 750 - 1000 

A. D,, By Ananda Sadasiva Altekar, p 7. Ed 1934, ) 

“ If Fleet’s reading in Lhe Mutoi plates were correct 

it was possible to argue that Nandaraja was a brother of 

Nannaraja and therefore, may have been younger and on the 

throne even 78 years later than the elder brother ” 

(Vide Altekar’s RSshtrakutas and their times. Page 7) 
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The 96 years old " Rama Raja'1 of Vijayanagr went 

to the battle of Talikota where he died fighting with the 

Muhammadans. 

Qeen Elizabeth and Queen Victoria ruled England 

for over 63 - 64 years respectively. “ Gangasimha ” the last 

king of the Panwar Dynasty went to the Kurukshetra war to 

assist Prithvi Raja against Gori Mohammad, when he was 

aged 90 years. 

It is astounding that Dr. Buhler should attempt to 

determine the limits of the probable length of the reigns of- 

kings who ruled and passed away 6000 years back,-leading 

disciplined lives, regulating their food and pastimes with 

restraint and foresight, on the basis of the mortality tables of 

people of the Twentieth century after Christ who do not observe 

any restraint in food or drink or recreation but with their 

materialistic and hedonistic outlook indluge in excess of food 

and drink. The fantastic guesswork and arbitrary determinations 

of such western scholars constitute the unquestionable and 

unquestioned authorities for even their Indian disciples in 

their attempts to reconstruct the history of their country’s past. 

This is extremely deplorable. 

The Antiquity of Bharat 

“ The ancient writers of Bharat described the founders 

of the dynasties of kings in the different parts of the country 

as the contemporaries of the Kauravas and Pandavas (of the 

Mahabh&rata War) out of a desire to establish their antiquity 

and hence their dignity. It was for the same reason the 

historians of the provinces of Kashmir and Nepal described 

their kings too as the contemporaries of the Kauravas and 

Pandavas.” This is the surmise with which the Western 

Orientalists like Buhler and their followers dismiss the 

evidence of such historical authorities as the Vamssvali. 

The P&ndavas conquered the whole of Bharat, perfor¬ 

med the RajasQya Sacrifice and thus established their 

suzerainty over the whole country. The rulers of the different 
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kingdoms within the country were their tributories. Defeating 

them in the game at dice and sending them away to the forests, 

their cousin Duryddhana was able to establish himself as the 

emperor. The ruler of Kambhoja did not submit to Duryo- 

dhana and so Kama marched on him with his armies and put 

him down so that he too submitted to Duryodhana. This is 

the account in the Mahabharata. The Capital of Kambhoja 

was ' Rajapura’ and Kambhoja now forms the Southern pro¬ 

vince of Modern Kashmir. 

In the 4th, 5th verses of Dronaparva in Bharatam 

Bhishma on his bed of arrows addressess Kama in these words: 

“Karna! trusted friend of Duryodhana, you marched 

on Rajapuri and defeated the Kambhojas.” So this conquest 

must have been an eVent prior to the Mahabharata War. So 

the history of our country is available to us from the time of 

the end of Dw&para, or the beginning of the Kali Era for a 

period of over 5000 years till now. Of prior times too some 

historical information is preserved for us in our Purana,s. We 

may have an idea of the antiquity of our country from the 

writings of Megasthenes. 

*• Megasthenes was given, at the court of Pataliputhra, 

a list of the kings who had preceeded Chandragupta on the 

throne, 153 in number, covering by their reigns, a period of 

over 6000 years (Megasthenes. Fragment 23-Vide Rapson’s 

Cambridge History of India page 409). That is to say till now 

for a period of nearly 6000 + 3004-1951 **8251 years, the history 

of our country is available to us. We have also to remember 

that as a matter of fact the court of Pataliputhra means the 

capital of the Guptha Emire. The emperor who was reigning 

at Pataliputra at the time of Megasthene’s embassy was Samud- 

ragupta or Chandragupta II of the Guptha dynasty of Magadha 

and not Chandraguptha Maurya, as wrongly identified by the 

Western Scholars, who thus tried to reduce the antiquity of 

Indian history and civilisation. 

So, apart from the information contained in the Pursnas, 

even from the evidence of Magasthenes, 8251—5051=3200, For 
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the period of 3200 years at the end of the Dwspara Yuga Indian 

History can be reconstructed. From that time i. e. 3200 before 

Kali the kingdoms of Nepal, Kashmir. Magadha, Hastin&pura. 

and Ayodhya, were in existence as such and their kings can be 

ascertained from time to time. Their names are'recorded in 

the Puranas, The rulers of all these kmgdoms, with their 

armies, are said to have taken part in the great Mahabharata 

war according to the unequivocal descriptions in the Mehabha- 

rata. Subsequent to the Mahabharata war the descendants of 

these rulers continued to rule over their respective kingdoms. 

Because of the references to their ancestors of the Mahabharata 

war and prior times, Dr. Buhler has rejected the texts as unreli¬ 

able for historical purposes, accepted only a few of the kings 

mentioned therein, according to his whims and fancies, as many 

as suited to his own Purposes and preconceived notions and 

prejudices and locating the beginning of the dynastic history 

of the rulers of the country (Nepal) in the 6th or 7th century 

B. C., brought down the earlier kings of Nepal also within this 

range, reducing the lengths of the reigns of the kings specifi¬ 

cally mentioned in the Vamsavali as improbable and exagge¬ 

rated, and proposes to construct an altogether new and inde¬ 

pendent history of Nepal. This is the commentary of Dr. Buhler 

on the history of Nepal. Accordingly he has interpreted arbit¬ 

rarily and wrongly the evidence of available Inscriptions deli¬ 

berately distorting and reading the dates mentioned in one Era 

as dates reckoned on the other. Such treatment i of historical 

material for the purpose of constructing an arbitrary and false 

history of a couutry deliberately reducing its antiquity, is with¬ 

out a parallel anywhere else. The mis-statements of facts and 

misinterpretations of evidence will all be expressed in the 

course of this book. 

Dr. Buhler writes ;— 

“According to the inscriptions the twenty first king 

of the Surya Vamsi dynasty, Manadeva reigned from between 

the years 386—413 of an unnamed era and the characters show 

that this period falls in the 4th or 5th century of our era 

(Christian era) yet the Vamsavali asserts that Manadeva’s 

grandson Vasantadeva Varman was crowned in Kali 2800 o$- 
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301 B. C. The case of the next of the Thakiiri dynasty is, if 

possible, worse. Its founder Amsuvarman is placed in Kali 

3000 or 101 B. C., though Vikramaditya of Ujjain, whose corona¬ 

tion the Hindus usually locate in 57 B. C., is stated to have 

been to Nepal during the reign of his predecessor. Also there 

is the statement of Heun - tsang that a learned king called 

Amsuvarman ruled either shortly before or, during his visit to 

Northern India in 637 A. D. Further, the inscriptions of 

Amsuvarman, as well as that of Vtbhuvarman which the Vam- 

savali particularly mentions, show letters, (characters) which 

can only belong to the 6th or 7th centuries of our era. 

“ If more instances of the confusion prevailing in the 

account given by the Vamsavali regarding this dynasty, are 

wanted, it will suffice to point out that Amsuvarman’s seventh 

successor, Vasudeva, is said to have ruled in Kali 3623 or 522 

A. D, Thus we get seven generations for 600 years.’’ (Ind. Ant* 

Vol. XIII, Page 418.) 

Starting with the figures 386-413 which are not accom¬ 

panied by any indication of the Era to which they belong, and 

infering the times of the information and events contained in 

the inscriptions from the characters or nature of the script and 

making it the basis of the reconstruction of the history of a 

country is highly objectionable and entirely unacceptable to 

historians. It is not possible to assert with definiteness that 

the letters of the inscriptions belong only to the 4th or 5th 

century of the Christian Era. Other scholars have expressed 

the opinion that they belong to the 5th or 6th century before 

Christ. Such dobtful evidence cannot form the basis of any 

historical determination. 

The 21st king after Bhdmivarma in the Stirya Vamsi is 
Manadeva and his grandson Vasanthadeva Varma (the 23rd 

king) was, it is stated, crowned in Kali 2800 (301 B, C.)„ To 
question the authenticity of the statement in the account of the 

next dynasty, the Thaktir dynasty that the first king of the 

dynasty Amsuvarma was crowned in Kali 3000 (101 B. C.) and 

in his reign Vikramaditya proceeded to Nepal and established 

his Era there, this inconsistent and irrelavent reference to the 
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coronation of Vasanthadeva Varma in Kali 2800 or 301 B. C. 

has been probably interpolated by some mischief makers to 

render the Vamsavali unreliable on the whole for historical 

purposes. This king is in no way important. He is not the 

founder of a dynasty. There is no indication that any event 

of importance occurred in his reign. It seems to be the prac¬ 

tice in the Vamsg,vali to record in the Kali Era, the date 

of a dynasty or an important event occurred in his reign such 

as the transfer of the capital. But no-where do we find the 

dates of the reign of an ordinary king given, without any such 

special justification. It is therefore probable that this reference 

to the coronation of Vasanthadeva Varma is itself an interpola¬ 

tion of a later time and not apart of the original text of the 

author of the Vamsavali. This date has therefore to be rejected 

and ignored. There is no inconvenience or loss to the contin“ 

uity of the narrative by such deletion. 

Emperor Vikramaditya of Ujjain and his Era 
In his reference to Amsuvarman of the Thakhr dynasty 

Dr. Buhler has confused us and endeavoured to shift his reign 

from Kali 3000 or 101 B. C., down to 7th century A. D , and to 

by-pass the issue of Vikramaditya and his era. There can be no 

doubt that Amsuvarman was crowned in Kali 3000 or 101. B. C. 
The Vamsavali clearly states that emperor Vikramaditya 

(who was crowned in Kali 3020 or 82 B. C., and not 57 B. C., as 

Dr. Buhler asserts) had been to Nepal and established his era 

there during his time (Amsuvarman’s time 57 B. C.) It is indis¬ 

putable that Vikramaditya was born in Kali 3001 (100 B. C,) 
and was crowned in Kali 3020 (82 B. C) and inaugurated his era 

in 57 B. C. in Nepal. 

In this connection the Bhavishya Purana says : 

<c U («f^{ 3-1-7-14) 

TOrfe-fwara '• fqfspfiKii” (3-1-7-16) 
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«q=qofEf>q:qTH : I 

mWi JI#T fddq s li ^3_ 1-7.17) 

f?sqr g(t qra: fmP^: i 

%s?r ^ ^nlm^fdggT u (3-i-7-is) 

® Sjg'^^-^dSbcS'o li” 3-1-7-14) 

“$7r,T3-'0*Z OrS'T'b' «&■*£ 
Q T- ' — "T 

2f’«4?^oT»gL<a&’^rsz.Ji^ «-»iJr* II” j 3-1-7-15) 

^D^sSr-aSg 5T*a^^o&«r§'^'er^^B'ar>^^D 1 

s §>S^s£r>«^^S)ci8oo8'JS's llI? ^3.1-7.16) 

«S3o^5S^sSci»8| Jp.^, gSj^pgsSiSoX’Ss I 
<£x v« —o Cp 

zr’^w'ao (jSScJfili^ C^S'lSoes II ^3_1_7_17) 

Sir* so ^,§0 OSt'&s (JSd£r*R£e$s I 

SoS^o Sos^5Srfo tfsftgo 8 -jSodLweSo II ^3-1-7-18) 

“ Purne thrimsachchate Varshe Kalau prapte bhavam- 
kare”. 

“Sakanamcha vinasardhamarya dharma vivruddhaye 

jatassivajnaya, s6 z. pi Kailasat guhyakalayat ” 

“Vikramaditya namanam pita, kritva mumodaha 

sabalo a- pi mahaprajnah pitrumathru priyamkrah ” 

“ Pancha Varshe Vayah prapte tapasj a- dhe Vanam 
gatah 

dwiidasabdam prayathnena Vikramena kritham tapah ” 

‘‘Paschadam- bavathim divyam purim yatah sriyanvitah 

divyam simhasanam ramyam dwathrisanmurthi samyutam, ” 

(3—1—7 —14 to 18) 

The Gist of the verses 

About 3000 years after the advent of the detestable 

Kaliyuga (101 B. C.) by the command of Siva, a divine person, 

age from the abode of the Guhyakas (an order of supernatural 

beings) on the Kailasa took birth in human form as the son of 

king Gandharvasena on the earth to destroy the Sakas, foreig. 

ners (or excommunicated Aryan Kshtriyas) and to resuscitate 
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the Arya Dharma. The Icing rejoiced at it and named him 

“VikramSditya.” He was very wise even in his boyhood. He 

was dear to his parents. Even at the age of five he went to the 

forest for meditation and observed severe austerities for 12 

years. Then he returned with all the powers earned by his 

austerities to the city of Ambavati or Ujjain and was crowned 

on the celebrated Golden Throne decorated with the thirty-two 

golden images in the year 3020 of the Kali Era. (Birth 3001 

Kali, 3006 Kali-to the forest for austerities, 3019 Kali-return 

from the forest, then after learning the wisdom of the stories 

(famous) from one Bethala, the coronation in 3020 Kali—-inaugu¬ 

ration of the Vikrama Era in Nepal 30M Kali, the length of his 

reign extended over 100 years and he passed away in Kali 

3120). 

Kalidasa the author of jyotirvidabharana declares in 

the prefatory verses from it quoted below that he had already 

composed the—■ three '.poems beginning with Raghuvamsa and 

that he enjoyed the patronage and friendship of emperor 

■Vikramarka who had conquered Ujjain (the lost capital of his 

father’s time) from the saka ruler of (Ramattha or) Roomaka 

(a province in the North-w.’st of Anciem. Bharat inhabited by 

excommunicated Aryan-Kshatriyas) and patronised the great 

scholars Sanku etc., celebrated as the nine gems (among 

scholars), and several other great poets and scholars learned 

in astronomy and astrology like the renouned Varahamihira 

and that he was one of the nine gems (among the poets) that 

adorned his court. 

4\ ii n 

gqHet <rq£l 5FR m T>Tfl Hi” 

: wm i 

: i 

?wi fm eflfera :u*’ 
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#i era i 

^Tcrf^TOT^pi i 

'${ ^ff^rre ^rar u” 

f^ll «®r» t£n>3biir^£©o '2H££&'o sSeT^ J5b3-*5j^ 

fcS&cifi tSo^jr’sSs^ ^S»3cro-dlJo ef^sSS** jJI &)l^g"s£r°_S]_ -fasfc ■fSsS’g gOj^g"sSbsII■,> 

“fo-S^S 3o£$s$Tr°s g'sicso 3 o^-f i 
—o eO 

^£§8^53s&^sScv?^ sSt^cS’^tr^s i 

^ S^§'o5j»&"^_ SS^oS -tfojsa jfrutfgexia i 

-^>53gXr°o ^xStfsjr* lei -s^sy#* II” 

« r'sSg^ds&° ;&>t6§> s''j^s^»^o^^r”S3go i 

«$j5 §r»l$o jj£)93'd^*r,t5'o 1 

^T8g&SJJar’^Sea •s_,e)S7'rfr*^jO I 

^ -sr'^zytf S'SftY® Sr-eSaT* BJ^ysS II” 

“Yo Rumxkes-lidhipatim Sakessvaram jitva grahito 

jj’ayinim mahahave 

Anlya sambhrSmya, mumochatam twaho sriVikramgrka 
sama sahya Vikramah 55 

“ Samkvadi panditavarah kavayastvaneke 

jyotirvidasya mabhavamscha Varghapurvah 

Sri Vikramarka nrupasamsadi manyabuddhi 

stairapyaham nrupasakha Kila Kalidasah’’. 

“ Kgvyathrayam sumati krudraghuvamsa purvam 

purvam tatassmruti hitam sruti karmavadam 

jyotirvidabharana Kalavidhina sastram 

Sri Kalidasa Kavito hitato babhuva” 

In Jyotirvidabharana, the author Kalidasa mentions 

the names of the nine gems of the court of Vikramaditya in the 

following verse :— 
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m li epqgft WS l 

mm* q&R* qqf^rai •• i 

^qraiqq|M|d ssraref 

^tM q^fN m fqq^q u 

(< <8\o5e» -s-’j&sSosS-0 §b?6 I 

TStfatfij tfaistttyfi -5^9 a "s I 

y-'geY* sStr° Sr* S'-® 

0'5T’^»3 S6&-Q »^sS ajjs'sSb-jSg II" 

Pandit Sri Krishna Misra in his book ‘ Jyotisha phala 
ratnamala’ Chapter I, verse 10 writes : 

# ii “si! fqqqrrat d^R- n 

#TT ^q^q qqq m? : | 

gqlqq *• gqqrqi qf r 

eqfqq ddfdqpdufti n“ l1-'10) 

“WW3TrdqidMqfdf|dT£g i 

diqilTifqfqq f, 4s#fqqOT^q;q#c#’ir* (ui) 

“g, ■aK't II 

tfjSSb{jSq>g d&^" l 

^i^r«^c«3g r**S jfcsSS'g'''® i 
pa 

sfr»o ■&r>a%s5o tS^SsSS^TT’e? II« (1-11) 

<fW(j3c,qr>gc5Sj’jr,^^©o# Kpo££»©S ^iir*£r°(j$o I 

7T*^^ S'nOjJ^o *5!^^ 0(^§'sScr»b'^_«^i^g II-’* (1-11) 

“ Sri Vikramarko J agate tales min, jeeyanmanuprakhya 

Yasa narendrah 
puposhayah Koti suvarnatomam, sabandha- 

vam saptati Vatsarani (l—10) 
‘‘Atradhyaya dvathrimsatgrandhamitirdvi sghasram 
nana. Vritta Vichitram Kurmassri Vikramgrka nrupakirthyai. 
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£< That emperor Vikramiirka who maintained me and 

all my family and relations for 70 years bequeathing a crore of 

golden coins, who equalled the Manus in renown! may the 

Emperor Vikramarka be victorious.” (Jyotishaphala Ratna 

mala. 1—10). 

“ This book consisting of two thousand poems of 

various and diverse charming meters, comprising of thirty-two 

chapters, is written to embellish the renown and reputation of 

the Emperor, Vikramaditya (Jyotishaphala Ratnam&la 1-11) 

From this it is clear the Emperor Vikramaditya reig. 

ned for a period of much longer than 70 years. The coronation 

of Emperor Vikramaditya did not occur in 57 B. C. as, Buhler ia 

his writings alleged on the basis of his own conjectures. All 

Indian authorities accept the date 57 B. C., as the year of the 

inauguration of his era (named after him) and not the year of 

his coronation. According to the Bhavishya Purana the year 

of his coronation is Kali 3020 or 82 B. C. That he proceeded 

to Mepal in Kali 3044 of 58-57 B. C. and there inaugurated his 

Era, as stated in the Nepala Raja Vamsavali is indisputably 

correct as it is supported by many authorities. 

Of the time of composition of Jyotirvidabharana Kali¬ 

dasa mentions the years in Kali Era in the following verse. 

" 3T (306S) I 

UT% : Tl" 

^3068) TT*g"if S’!? | 

s&ofi ■$o^'s§d £>§ 

“ Varshe sindhuradarsansmbaragtiftai ( 3068 ) ryate 

Kalessammite 

Mase madhava samjnikecha vihito grandha . 

kriyopakramah 

I undertake to write this book in the 3068th year of 

Kali in the month of Viiakha i, e. 33, B, C. 
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According to the Siddhanta Siromani : 

(3]79) 

‘•Nandadrindu gummscha (3179) Vikrama nrupasyante 

Kalervatsrah 

The Vikrama era ends (and the Salivahana Era begins) 

in Kali 3179. 

Please see the following books for the historical exist™ 
ence of Vikramaditya. 

1. Bbavishya Maha Purina. 

2. Jyotirvidabharana, By Kalidasa. 

3. Siddhanta Siromani By Bhiskrachsrya, 

4. Nepala Raja Vamsavali. (The Indian Antiquary 

Vol. XIII P. 411 ff.) 

5. Jyotishaphalaratna mala By Sree Krishnamisra, 

6. Rajatharangini a historical treatise on the political 

history of Kashmir. (By Kalhana pandit, the son 

of the priminister of Kashmir.) 

7. The texts of various commentaries on the Satha- 

patha Brahmana. 

8. MahSvamsa-A Buddhist chronicle. 

9. Ancient India of Ptolemy by Me. Crindle. 

10. Tradition of the country. 

11. Yearly Almanacs or panchangams of different 

parts of Bharat. 

All these authorities declare unanimously and unequi¬ 

vocally that the Emperor Vikramarka is a historical person* 

He lived from Kali 3000 (101 B. C.) to Kali 3120 or 19 A. D. 

('For full particulars of the above, Please vide “Chronology of 

Kashmir History Reconstructed” By this Author in English). 

Emperor Vikrama lived a complete life of 120 years. 

We have to admit the correctness of the following dates 

there-forci 

(3l7;) ■^r'gO « 
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Kali B. C. 
Amsuvarma’s coronation 3000 101 

The reign of Amsuvarma 3000—3968 101—-33 

The birth of Vikramaditya 3001 101 

Coronation of Vikramaditya 3020 82 

His progress to Nepal and j 
inauguration of his era \ 

The date of composition ofl 

3041 -57 

Jyotirvidabharana in which | 3068 33 
Vikramaditya is'mentioned | 
(By KalidasaJ. J 

The reign of Amsuvarama. Kali 3000—3068 101—33'. 

The reign of Vikram&rka 3020—3120 82—19 A. 

It is clear from the above figures that Amsuvarma and 

Vikramaditya were contemporaries during the period 3020-3068 

Kali ruling at Nepa' and in Ujjain respectively. There is no 

improbability or inconsistency in their meeting in Kali 3044 
It is not necessary to presume according to Buhler’s conjeci 

ture that Amsuvarma preceded Vikramaditya. Some of 

the western scholars thus present a distorted account of 

ancient Indian history and deceive the innocent Indians them¬ 

selves who are ignorant of the original texts of Indian author¬ 

ship which after all form the inescapable source of all our in¬ 

formation regarding our past. Mis-statements of fact due to 

error or ignorance may be condoned but deliberate distortions 

of the histories of other countries by scholars, however eminent 

should not be tolerated. 

In the face of authoritative accounts of the ancient 

history of our country in unequivocal statements and rejecting 

them as unreliable and relying on the writings, of the Chineae 

traveller, Heun-tsang, who visited India seven centuries after 

Amsuvarman’s time, which contained the information which 

he gathered even according to him, to the best of his ability, 

and as he understood, from writings in the other languages, 

of which he was professedly ignorant, and misinterpreting the 

references therein to Amsuvarman who is stated there to have 

ruled in Nepal, and even interpolating and adding to such 

statements of Heun-tsang other statements not actually made 
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by him, Dr. Buhler has arrived at his own absurd and inconsis¬ 
tent conclusion that Amsuvarman belonged to the time of 
Heun-tsang or the time of his visit to India. 

It has to be admitted that in the writings of Heun- 

tsang we find many statements from hearsay and conjecture 

and therefore inaccurate and erroneous? therefore we need 

not accept as authoritative every thing we find in his history 

and we have to make the necessary corrections before we use 

them for purposes of history. This is the advice in the matter 

given by General Cunningham who says in his Ancient Geogra¬ 

phy of India Ed. 1924 p, 371—“ In this part of the pilgrim’s 

travels, the narrative is frequently imperfect and erroneous and 

we must therefore trust to our own sagacitv, both to supply his 

omissions and to correct his mistakes.” 

“As an instance of his (Fa-Hien’s) unreliability they 

refer to his account of the Buddhism of Khotan. * Whereas it 

is well-known, they say, ‘that the Khotaners from ancient times 

till now have been Mohammadansas if they could have been 

so 170 years before Mohammad was born and 222 years before 

the year of the Hegira ; and this is criticism in China’’ —(Page 

5 of the Introduction to the Travels of Fa-Hein by James Leggie). 

The history of a country should not be based on the 

writings of foreigners. In the reconstruction of the history of 

any country the literature of that country should form the 

essential basis and not the writings of foreigners inevitably 

vitiated by ignorance and half-knowledge or superficial under¬ 

standing. It is a misfortune that the history of India should 

have, had to be reconstructed by western (European) scholars 

relying on such writings of foreign visitors to the country of 

earlier times. That we should still cling even to this day to 

such foundations is proof of our degeneracy and intellectual 

slavery from which, we have not yet freed ourselves. However 

long the period of their sojourn in our'country it would obviously 

be very difficult for foreigners to be thoroughly acquainted 

with the customs and traditions of the native population.. Rap- 

son remarks as follows on the inaccuracies and errors in the 

writings of Megasthanese, the Greek ambassador at the court of 
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Samudragupta at Patna in 300.B. C. (Vide page 409 of Rapson’s 

Cambridge History of India.) 

“ His separation of the Brahmins into different castes 

according to their employment, priestly, administrative or poli¬ 

tical makes it difficult to suppose that he was reproducing what 

any Indian had told him.” 

“One member of Alexander’s suite, Chares of Mytilene, 

his chief Usher, is quoted as saying “the Indians worshipped a 

god ‘Soraodeios’ whose name being interpreted meant ‘Maker 

of wine’. It is now recognised that the Indian name which 

Chares heard was “Suryadeva” “Sun god”. Some ill-educa¬ 

ted interpreter must have been misled by the resemblance 

of ‘Surya’ = Sun to ‘Sura’= wine.” (page 422 of Rapson’s Cam¬ 

bridge Historv of India). 

“ The account of the Brahmins which Strabo extracted 

Megasthenes, does not completely agree either with the picture 

drawn in Indian literary sources or with the present day prac¬ 

tice. Its discrepancies may be in part due to the misunder¬ 

standings of a foreigner.” (Page 409 of Rapson’s Cambridge 

History of India.) 

“Megasthenes said, girls were marriageable and could 

bear children, at seven years old.” (page 424 Rapson’s Cam¬ 

bridge History of India.) 

When there is no alternative, that is, in the absence 

of any alternative by way of any indication in the writings of 

native authors or in the traditional accounts of the people, we 

may be obliged to resort to, and rely on, such portions of the 

writings of foreigners as are not inconsistent with our known 

customs and traditions and appear to us historically authentic 

but when authoritative evidence is available in the literature 

of our country, we need not accept as authorities any alleged 

contemporary records or opinions of foreigners of doubtful 

meanings or interpretations by foreigners, of our inscriptions. 

They may be useful to corroborate the truth of conclusions 
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independently arrived at but cannot constitute by themselves 

reliable historical authority. 

So the conclusion of Dr. Buhler, based on his own con. 

jectures and flimsy arguments, that king Amsuvarman of Nepal 

belonged to the 7th century of the Christian Era is to be rejected 

as unacceptable. No weight should be attached to such 

ambiguous and conjectural matter. We cannot accept his 

own authority for his opinion that the writing (script) of the 

inscription in which Amsuvarma and Vibhuvarma are men. 

tioned indicates the sixth or seventh century of the Christian 

Era for the writing. There are many wide differences of 

opinion in the matter of fixing the time of the writing from the 

nature of the script. Such opinions are all based more or less 

on eonjectures and not supported by an independent authority. 

All the determinations of the dates of historical events (of 

ancient Indian History) by western (European) scholars have 

been influenced by and calculated to support, their basic, 

unproved and erroneous hypothesis that Alexander of Maeedon 

who continued his conquests to the frontiers of India in 326 B.C., 

was a contemporary (slightly older) of Chandraguptha of the 

Maurya dynasty. That. Alexander’s contemporary Indian ruler 

was not Chandraguptha of the Maurya dynasty but Chandra- 

gupta and Samudraguptha of the Guptha dynasty is 

our contention and with the establishment and acceptance 

of this correct identification all the important dates of 

the events of ancient Indian history written by the western histo¬ 

rians will be rendered wrong and incorrect by the difference in 

time of the two Chandragupthas of the Maurya and the Guptha 

dynasties respectively i. e. by 1207 years. Hence the writings 

of the western scholars based on their opinions, of the dates of 

inscriptions biased by their obsession of and desire to support 

the correctness of the original hypothesis of the contempora. 

neity of Alexander and Maurya Chandraguptha are unaccepta¬ 

ble for historical purposes. 

In rejecting the unequivocal statements of Nepala Raja 
Vamsavali, giving the dates of events in years of the Kali Era, 

on flimsy grounds and inconsistent arguments and attempting 
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to fix the times of the kings of Nepal mentioned in the lists of 

the Vamsavali on the basis of his own conjectural opinions of 

the times of the scripts of inscriptions mentioning them Dr. 

Buhler is guilty of gross betrayal and distinct disservice to the 

cause of History. 

Many mistakes and errors in history have resulted 

from inaccurate t?anslations of the writings of the Chinese and 

other pilgrim^ who visited our country in ancient times. 

How a translator can spoil the subject and mislead , 

the reader on important questions can be seen from several 

English translations of works in other languages on Indology. 

‘Saucha’ (1915) who translated Alberuni’s History of India has 

altogether omitted the names of Bhaskaracharya, and his 

father Mahadeva and has instead mentioned Vitteswara and 

his father Bhadatta, which are not at all found in Weber’s 

History of Indian Literature or in the original work of Alber- 

uni. This he had done as he could not understand how Bhas¬ 

karacharya who according to western historians belonged to 

the 12th century A. D., could have been the author of a work 

translated in the 9th century A. D. It has been proved by us 

in our Kali Saka Vignana (Fart I, pages <3-75) that Bhaskara 

belonged to the 5th century A. D. The same might not have 

been proved by the time of Saucha. But a historian or transla¬ 

tor of History must be open-minded and leave the readers 

freedom of further research but should not close further chances 

of certain riddlles being solved. 

So we cannot fully trust the Westerners’ translations 

of works relating to Indian history, originally written in the 

Chinese, Greek and other languages. (Vide Weber’s History 

of Indian Literature P. P. 261, 262. Ed. 1878; and compare it 

with the English translation of Alberuni’s History of India by 

Saucha, Ed, 1915; and vide The Astronomical Magazine 

Vol. 36. No. 4 April 1947, P. 278, Bangalore.) 

It is stated (in the Vams&vali) that the eighth king 

after Amsuvarman, one Varadeva was reigning in 3623 of the 

Kali Era and in his time SaakaracMrya visited Nepal. This 
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cannot be the Adi-Sankara,charya. Perhaps he was one of the 
contemporary Heads of the Pithas—religious institutions estab¬ 
lished by Adi Sri Sankaracharya in the different parts of the 
country. The Vamsavali States clearly that the original Adi 
Sankaracharya visited Nepal towards the close of the reign of 
Vrishadeva varma the eighteenth king after Bhumivarma (Kali 
1389 or 1712 B. C.), the first of the 5th Solar dynasty of Nepal. 
Details of the events will be given in the chronological lists 
of the kings. v 

It is also stated there that the Buddhist preacher Ava- 
lokiteswara also visited Nepal at the same time and that at this 
time Vrishade/a varma in whose reign these visits occurrecb 
shifted his capital to ‘Lalitha pattana’. The year Kali 3623 is 
specifically and clearly stated in the Vamsavali on account of 

its manifest historical importance. There is no reason to 
question its correctness. But Dr. Buhler objects thus :~ 

‘‘Amsuvarma, the first king of the Thakur dynasty is 
stated to belong to Kali 3000 (that he ruled from 101 B. C., to 
33 B.C.). And the eigth king of the dynasty ‘Varadeva Varma* 
is alleged to be ruling in Kali 3623 i. e. 522. A. D. It means 
he points out, six-hundred years are stated to be covered by 
the reigns of eight kings (He says seven kings but in the list 
given by him Varadeva Varma is the 8th king). Hence he 
concludes that the Vamsavali is full of absurdities and unacce¬ 
ptable and rejecting it and misinterpreting the dubious state' 
ments of Heun-tsang he brings down the time of Amsuvarma to 
the 7th century of the Christian era. 

Amsuvarma was crowned in Kali 3000 or 101. B. C*Towards 
the end of the reign of the 8th king of the dynasty, Varadgva 
jn Kali 3623, the Buddhist preacher Avalokitgswara visited 
Nepal according to the Vamsavali. So the interval between 
the crowning of Amsuvarma and visit of Avalokitgswara 
towards the end of the reign of Varadeva works out to 
3623-3000 —623 years. On the average the reign of each King 
must have lasted 78 years. There is nothing inconsistent or 
absurd in this deduction if we take into account the proved 

fact of the longevity of the Indians of 2000 years back vouched 
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by the statements of the Greek historians who claimed to have 

witnessed, with their own eyes, Indians living up to 130 to 

200 years. Emperor Vikramaditya of Ujjain who was the 

contemporary of Amsuvarman and visited Nepal and inaugu¬ 

rated his era there was born in Kali 3001 and died in Kal1 

3120 having lived the full life of 120 years and reigned for 

100 years. During his time Nepal an 1 all other kingdoms 

of Bharat were included in his empire though after his demise 

his empire broke up into 18 seperate kingdoms. According to 

the Rhavishya Purina, the frontiers of his empire extended to— 

Badari Sthan in the North, The city Kapila in the east, the 

Sethu or cape Comorin (the sea) in the south and beyond the river 

Indus on the west. When the Emperor Vikramaditya ruled for 

100 years, there is nothing improbable or inconsistent in the 

inference that his contemporary Amsuvarma and his seven 

successors on the throne of Nepal ruled on the average 78 

years each. 

Even otherwise if it is considered that this average 

length of 78'years for each reign is excessive, since the reigns 

of the sixth, seventh and eigth kings are not mentioned separa¬ 

tely in the Vams-avali but only the year Kali 3623 is attributed 
to the end of the reign of the 8th king, it may be suspected that 

some other kings also ruled and they have not been mentioned. 

Simply on the ground that the lengthy reigns attributed to 

some of the kings were not plausible in their opinion, to reject 

the entire text of the Vamsivali as . unreliable and to reconst, 

ruct the history of the country on the basis of the dubious 

writings of foreign visitors, supplemented freely by their own 

biassed mis-interpretations and arbitrary conjectures is un¬ 

worthy of a historian. It is a betrayal of the cause of history. 

To an Indian there is nothing inconsistent or impro¬ 

bable in eight kings ruling for 623 years on the whole or 78 

years each on the average. There are many instances of the 

kind in Indian literature. We submit that it is improper to 

reject the historical value of the Vamsavali simply because 

it does not fit in with the unreasonable opinions based on 

ignorance and half-knowledge and flimsy arguments of these 

Western scholars. 

(4) 
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Instead of the arbitrary and baseless reconstruction of 

the history of the country by the western scholars which is now 

accepted and passes for history, it will be more reasonable 

and less harmful to truth to add to the eight kings of the 

dynasty as many more as would bring the average reign of 

each within the limits acceptable to them, Dr. Buhler exhibits 

obvious anxiety to reduce the length of the reigns mentioned 

in the Vamsavali and thus the antiquity of Indian History on 

the whole and not to reconcile the details given with the gene¬ 

ral outline of the time scheme elaborated in the Vamsavali, 

Instead of disputing the historical value of the Vamsavali al¬ 

together and building up the history of Nepal mainly on the 

basis of conjectures it is certainly more desirable to resort to 

an interpolation by way of emendation which stands to reason 

and reconciles the conflicting details and retains the historical 

value of the source book. 

Amsuvarma is stated to be the contemporary of Vikra. 

raaditya. Vikramaditya is known to have inaugurated his era 

in Nepal, the era after his name, in the first century before 

Christ (57 B. C.). The Vikrama era has continued in use in 

our country even to this day. The Vikrama era is mentioned 

and used in the almanacs used in the different parts of the 

country in a continuous tradition year after year, generation 

after generation, and century after century. It is not difficult 

for us Indians to accept the time of Vikramaditya Kali 3001 

as the time of Amsuvarma, There is no scope for the con¬ 

jectures of Dr. Buhler in this matter. They should be rejected. 

Amsuvarma was the founder of the Thakur dynasty. 

The dynasty was firmly established on the throne of Nepal with 

the coronation of Amsuvarma in Kali 3000 or 101 B. C. The 

date and the documents in evidence of it must have been care¬ 

fully preserved in the State archives of Nepal. They would 

not have been neglected and allowed to be tempered with. In 

Kali 3623 i. e. 522, A. D. the capital till then was abandoned 

and the king and his court shifted to a n-w capital named 

‘Lalitha Pattana. It was the year in which Sri Sankar&charya, 

the heftd of one of the religious establishments founded for the 
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preservation and propagation of the religion preached and 

established by Adi Sankaracharya in different parts of the 

country, visited the country, and established the Vedic Dharma 

in the country. It was also the year in which the Buddhist 
preacher Avalfikiteswara visited the country for the benefit of 

the Buddhists among the people. 

Such memorable years kali 3000 and Kali 3623 will 

never be forgotten by the kings or the people of the country 

but cherished from time to time with pride and reverence* 

They should not be ignored or meddled with. Any other 

alternative hypothesis which leaves the dates undisturbed is 

to be preferred. 

Advancing such flimsy and absurd arguments Dr. Buh- 

ler declares the Nepalarajavamsgvali to be unreliable and 

useless for purposes of reconstructing the ancient history of 

the country and proceeding on the basis of his own conjectures 

reducing the periods of the reigns of the kings to bring them 

within the limits of what he felt to be reasonable, suggests that 

the history of the country should be reconstructed reckoning 

backwards from the Nepalese era supposed to begin in 
880 A. D. 

This procedure affords much scope for reducing the 

antiquity of the history of the country. On the other hand if a 

correct determination of the initial starting point is first attem¬ 

pted and then the times of the subsequent kings and important 
events are fixed with reference to it, the antiquity of the 

history of the country is fairly preserved. The western 

(European) scholars started with some arbitrary point 

in the history of India, determined its time wrongly to 

conform with their preconceived notions and prejudices 

and then making it the basis and reckoning from it 

forwards and backwards reconstructed the current accepted 
history of India which is full of many incorrect dates. 

Similarly Dr. Buhler deals with the history of Nepal and 

suggests : 

" It is therefore impossible to adopt, for the recon. 

struction of the earlier history of Nepal, the favourite expedient 
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of historians who have to deal with untrustworthy chronicles, 

and, while cutting down the duration of the several reigns 

to apparently resonable lengths, to count back-wards from 

the beginning of the Nepalese era in 880, which has usually 

been considered as safely established”. 

(The Ind. Antiquary Vol. XIII P. 418). 

But instead, Dr. Buhler, as he had no faith in the 

correctness of the Napalgse era’s inauguration in 880, (A. D.) 

discards it ard considers it desirable to reckon backwards 

from the time of Amsuvarma’s coronation which he locates in 

637 A. D. as the recorded date of Kali 3000 is in his opinion 

improbable. His argument is given below in his own words. 

“ For, however safe that date (of the Nepalese era) 

itself may be, it has been shown above that the author of the 

VamsavaH knew nothing regarding the events which occurred 

at the time when the era was established. A much firmer 

basis must be looked for, and this may be found in the reign 

of Amsuvarman, whose name occurs in the VamsavaH, the 

inscriptions and Hieun-Tsang’s memoirs, while his date is 

fixed, though in different ways, by the two latter sources. 

In his account of Nepal, Hieun-Tsang states that the reigning 

king belongs io the Lichchavi family and adds according to 

M. Stanislas Julien’s translation - the following description 

of Amsuvarman 33. ” (33, to be given in a footnote) 

Foot-note 33 as follows ; 

“Mr. Beal, who has kindly furnished me with his 

version of the passage, renders it as following : 

“Lately, there was a king called An-shu.fa-mo who 

was distinguished for his learning and ingenuity. He himself 

has composed a work on sounds (Sabda-Vidya), his esteemed 

learning and respected virtue, and his reputation was spread 

everywhere.” (G. B.) (See Beal’s Bud. Rec. of W. Countries 

Vol. II p 81 conj. Julien Men. tome I, P. 408). 

Dr. Buhler explains the above sentences in the 

following way; 
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“ Now it cannot be doubted that the king referred to by 

Hien-tsang is the prince of this name whom the Vams&vali 

places in Kaliyuga 3000 or 101 B. C. and whose inscriptions 

are dated Sanvat 31, 39 and 45 ('?). For, the Vamsavali and 

the inscriptions know of one Amsuvarman only 

“ As the date of Hieun-Tsang’s travels in India is fixed 

beyond doubt, and as his visit to Northern India most probably 

falls in the yeir 617 A. D. it follows that Amsuvarman must 

have reigned in the first half of the seventh century of our 

Era, and it must be noted that the characters of his inscri¬ 

ptions can belong to this period only. The author of the 

Vamsavali has therefore antedated his reign by more than 

700 years. The causes of this error probably lie partly 

in the fact that Amsuvarman’s inscriptions are dated ‘Samvat’ 

which term, the compiler of the Vamsavali erroneously referred 

to the socalled Vikrama Era of 57 B. C, and partly in the 

circumstance that the chronological system of the Vamsavali, 

which makes the earliest kings of Nepal contemporaneous with 

the heroes of the Mahabharata, made the displacement of all 

dynasties, excepting the very latest, a matter of necessity. ” 

(Ind. Ant. Vol. XIII p. 420) 

The gist of the above contention is to argue that the 

years of the Kali Era mentioned in the Nepalargja Vamsavali 

have been erroneously given. Because the name of Amsuvarman 

js found in the Nepalaraja Vamsavali and the inscriptions apd 

when Heun-Tsang visited Nepal he found frequently on the 

lips of the people the memorable name of the famous Amsu¬ 

varman founder of the Thakur dynasty who had lived and 

ruled seven centuries back, as he was unable to fix the date 

of Amsuvarman, he noted and recorded that there had been 

a great king of the name Amsuvarman and that he was a 

reputed Scholar but he never stated that the Amsuvarman 

mentioned was his contemporary or was reigning at the time of 

his visit. There seems to be deliberate corruption and 

confusion in the translation of Heun-Tsang’s writtings into 

English by Dr. Beal. In the first words of Beal’s transla¬ 

tion of Hieun-Tsang's reference to Amsuvarman given in 
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the foot-note previously. ‘Lately’ there was a king called 

Amsuvarman (or Am-shu-fa-mo) there is the implication that 

the ‘Anmsuvarman,■ was not Hieun-Tsang’s contemporary. It 

may be legitimately suspected that ‘formerly’ might be a more 

correct rendering of the original Chinese word than ‘lately’ 

and the inaccuracy may be due to loose translation. That 

the European scholars are naturally skilled (proficient) in 

propagating falsehood and that he had ample opportunities 

of observing their nature and tendency during many discussions 

with Hindu scholars has been the opinion expressed by prof. 

Max-Muller in his “India, what can it teach us’’ 

Of the relative reliability and regard for truth, so 

essential a qualification for purposes of history, of oriental 

scholars and the writers of our Pur anas and ancient books on 

one hand and the western scholars engaged in historical 

research and controversy on the other hand, a fair estimate is 

available to us in the words of Prof. Max Muller, himself, a 

well-known western scholar who interested himself in the 

ancient literature and religion of our country. 

Prof. “ Max-Muller 55 in his book “ India ^Vhat can it 

teach us” ? p. 63 writes thus 

“ During the last twenty years, however, I have had 

some excellent opportunities of watching a number of Native 

scholars under circumstances where it is not difficult to detect 

a man’s character, I mean in literary work, and, more particu¬ 

larly, in literary controversy. I have watched them carrying 

on such controversies both among themselves and with certain 

European scholars, and I feel bound to say that, with hardly 

one exception they have displayed a far greater respect for 

truth, and a far more manly and generous spirit than we are 

accustomed to even in Europe and America. They have shown 

strength, but no rudeness; nay, I know that nothing has sur¬ 

prised them as much as the coarse invective to which certain 

Sanskrit scholars have condescended, rudeness of speech being 

according to their view of human nature, a safe sign not only 

of bad breeding but of want of knowledge. When they were 

wrong they have readily admitted their mistake; when they 
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were right they have never sneered at their European, adversa. 

ries. There has been, with few exceptions, no quibbling, no 

special pleading, no untruthful ness on their part and certainly 

none of that low cunning of the scholar who writes down and 

publishes What he knows perfectly well to be false, and snaps his 

fingers at those who still value truth and self respect more highly 

than victory or applause at any price, 

“ Let me add that I have been repeatedly told by 

English merchants that commercial honour stands higher in 

India than in any of the country, and that a dishonoured bill 

is hardly known there. ” (Vide India: What can it teach us ? 

By Prof. Max Muller, p. 63.) 

The Late pandit N. Bnashyacharya is so outspoken on 

the treatment of oriental questions by many of the so-called 

savants that we cannot refrain from quoting a few of his 

observations : 

1. “The writings ofmany^of these orientalists are often 

charactarised by an imperfect knowledge of Indian Literature, 

Philosophy and Religion and of Hindu traditions and a contem¬ 

ptuous disregard for the opinions of Hindu writers and Pandits. 

Very often facts and dates are taken by these writers from the 

writings of their predecessors or contemporaries, on the assum¬ 

ption that they are. correct, without any further investigation 

by themselves. Even when a writer gives a date with an 

expression of doubt as to its accuracy, his follower frequently 

quotes the same date as if it were absolutely correct. ’ 

III. It is often assumed without reason that every 
passage in the Vedas containing philosophical or metaphysi¬ 
cal ideas must be looked upon as a subsequent interpolation 
and that every book .treating of a philosophical subject must be 
considered as having been written after the time of Buddha or 
after the commencement of the Christian Era. Civilization, 
philosophy and scientiSc investigation had their origin, 
in the opinion of these writers, within the six or seven 
centuries preceeding the Christian era, and mankind slowly 
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emerged for the first time from the depths of animal 

brutality within the last four or five thousand years. 

IV. It is also assumed that Buddhism was brought 

into existence by Gautama Buddha. The previous existence 

of Buddhism, Ja nism and A’ rhat Philosophy is rejected as an 

absurd and ridiculous invention of the Buddhists and others 

who attempted thereby to assign a very high antiquity to their 

own religion. In consequence of this erroneous impression 

every Hindu Book referring to the doctrines of the Buddhists 

is declared to have been written subsequent to the time of 

Gautama Buddha ”. 

(Vide ‘ The Theosophist,’ Vol. IV, p. 304 et seq.) 

Mr. T. S. Narayan Sastry, B. A. B. L., writes:— 

“We have pointed out some of the defects in the 

methods of Western Orientalists and of their Indian followers 

in order to show to our countrymen how unsafe it is to rely 

upon the conclusions arrived at by these writers. 

“We shall, as we proceed on, have occasion to point 

out several fallacies committed by them with respect to the 

age of Sankara in particular. It is unfortunate that whenever 

an ancient record conflicts with any of their hasty conclusions, 

they should try to misinterpret or discredit the record rather 

than revise their own conclusions. This >s the only explana¬ 

tion we ^an give of the treatment accorded to the historical 

portions of our Puranas and Itihasis as well as to traditions 

handed down from the oldest times. 

(Age of Sankara Part I. A. p. 11. 12). 

This natural tendency for propagating false theories 

and hypotheses is amply illustrated in their writings on 

Indian history. The history of Nepal is one such instance. 

It is clearly and definitely specified in the Nepala RajaVamsavali 

that the coronation of Aamsuvarman was celebrated in Kali 

3000 or 101 B. C. and during his reign the Emperor Vikra- 

tnaditya of Ujjain visited Nepal and inaugurated his era there. 

This is corroborated by other evidence too. But this is 
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rejecte'd on the ground that the reigns of the kings mentioned 

in the Vamsavali are too long for him to believe to be true 

and alleging that the years of the events mentioned in the 

Nepalese inscriptions were wrongly attributed to the Vikrama 

era by the author of the Vamsavali while he is inclined to 

identify the writing of the inscriptions as of the seventh 

century of the Christian era by the script used and it is found 

in the translations of Hieun-Tsang’s description of his travels 

in Nepal, there is a reference to a distinguished and enlightened 

king.by name Amsuvarman in former times aodfhe term formerly 

must mean the time of Hieun Tsang’s visit or just anterior io 

it and therefore Amsuvarman was likely to have been a con. 

temporary of Hieun-Tsang and belonged to the seventh century 
reigning probably some time between 600 and 650 A. D., and 

the author of the Vamsavali must have deliberately ante-dated 

Amsuvarman by seven centuries to place him in 101 B. C. Such 

arrogant allegations of untruthfulness against our ancient 

authoritative texts is an unpardonable insult. Dr. Luhler 

asks as if innocently what is the era to which the years 

34, 39, 45 refer, which one finds in the inscriptions of Amsu¬ 

varman. It is clear this assumption of naivete is calcu¬ 

lated to mislead the Indian historians. 

The years specified in the inscriptions of Amsuvarman 

are not the years of the Vikrama Era. If the year 34 of the 

inscription is taken to belong to the Vikrama Era, the inscrip¬ 

tion is to be dated 57^-34 = 23 B. C. Amsuvarman is known to 

have died in 33 B. G, and it is impossible that one of his in¬ 

scriptions should be dated ten years subsequent to his death. 

So the years 34, 39, 45 noted in the inscriptions are not the 

years of the Vikrama era. They can only be the years of his 

reign. In the 34th, the 39th and 45th years of his reign the 

three inscriptions were respectively prepared. Dr. Buhler’s 

allegation that ‘the years of the events mentioned in the 

NSpalese inscriptions were wrongly attributed to the Vikrama, 

era by the author of the Vamsavali’ is not true. An account of 

the reign of each king was prepared by his court poet and the 

author of the Vamsavali would have depended upon such 

accounts as were available of the reign of each king. In prepa 

(5) 
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ring his account of the events in the reigns of the kings of 

various dynasties, in his Nepalar&ja Vamsavali he mentioned 

the facts as they were found in his sources where the informa, 

tion was clear and definite > and where he could not get at 

the names of certain kings, he kept silence and left the account 

blank but mentioned the historically important events defini¬ 

tely and unequivocally in Kali Era, tallying the lists of kings 

and the periods of their reigns with reference to such historical 

events of known dates and it is but proper that the -book 

should be interpreted and conflicting items of information in 

it reconciled with reference to the years of the Kali era men¬ 

tioned therein. 

The Sri Harsha Era. 

Another instance of a falsehood propagated by 

Dr. Buhlcr for misleading the Indians and constructing a 

wrong history of their country is seen in his treatment of the 

Sree Harsha Era. 

Dr. Buhler writes :■— "Though Alberuni,. when speak¬ 

ing of the Sree Harsha Era, merely says that it is used in 

Northern India, and adds no information regarding its founder, 

it is certain that this personage can be no other but the hero 

of Bgna-bhatta's Sri Harsha Charita, whom his protege, 

Hieun-Tsang calls Har§havardhana or Siladitya.” 

(The Ind. Ant. Vol. XIII p. 421). 

This is altogether wrong. Alberuni who was in India 

in 1031 A, D„ has detailed in his History of India, the eras in 

use in the country in the previous times. He has stated that 

the Sri Har§ha Era was current in NSpal and Northern India. 

We reproduce below the list of the eras given by Alberuni. He 

has converted every era into the Yazdagard era of the Persians, 

with reference to the year 400 Yazdagard era = 1031 A. D. 

1031 A. D. equivalent to the year 400 of the Yazdagard 

era of the Persians, corresponds to the following years of the 

Indian eras ;«*• 
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To the year of Sree Harsha Era 1488 f9 99 

Vikrama Era 1088 99 »9 

>5 Salivahana Era 953 99 99 

Kali Era 4132 99 99 

{Alberuni’s India-translated by Dr. E. C. Saucha 
Vol, II Ch 49, P. P. 4, 5, 7). 

According toAlberuni’s reckoning it is clear :— 

1. Sri Harsha Era (1488-1031)-457 B. C. 

2. Vikrama Era (1088-1031) = 57 B. C.. 

3. Salivahana Era (953—1031) = 78 A. D. 

4. Kali Era (4132—1031) *■ 3101 B. C. 

Alberuni further adds about the origin of Sri Harsb.g, 

Era in the following words :— 

“ His Era (Sri Harsha Era) is used in Mathura and 

the country of Kanouj. Between Sri Harsha and Vikramaditya 

there is an interval of 400 years, as I have been told by some 

of the inhabitants of that region ” (Vide ‘Alberuni’s India 

By Saucha Ch 49. P. 5), i. e, 57 B. C. 4- 400 =457 B. C., is the 

starting point of Sri Harsh Era. 

It is evident that the founder of Sri Harsha era located 

thus in 457 B. C., cannot be the Sri Harsha Siladitya of the 7th 

century A. D. But* Dr. Buhler complains that Alberuni has 

not given any helpful information and has not mentioned the 

founder of the Sri Harsha era, and determines that the founder 

was the Sri Harsha Siladitya commemorated by Bhatta Bana 

the author of Sri Harsha Charita. The founder of the Era 

mentioned by Alberuni belonged to 457 B. C., and the year 1488 

of his era corresponds to 1031 A. D., according to Alberuni’s 

specific wording. The name of the Era itself discloses its 

founder as ‘Sri Harsha’. But Dr. Buhler misinterprets even, 

this detailed reference and exhibits Sri Harsha the founder of 

the Sri Harsha Era of 457 B.C., as the Sri Harsha Siladitya of 

606 A. D. And he has suppressed the fact that Alberuni fixed 

the inauguration of the Sri Harsha Era in 457 B« C. There 
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was a Sri Harsha Vikrama reigning in Ujjain in 457 B. C. He 

drove away the foreign Sakis and Hunis and founded his own 

era. (Kali Saka Vijnanam, in Telugu, by Sri Kota Venkata- 

chelam Part I, pages 7, 66. and part III pages 40 to 44) (Vide 

‘Indian Eras’, in English, by the same author). 

The Sri Harsha of the 7th century A.D,, never founded 

an Era. Heun-Tsang who was a visitor at his court l'or a 

period of 15 years, honoured and respected as his preceptor, 

has nowhere stated that Sri Harsha Siladitya founded an era. 

Bhatta Bana the court poet who wrote the Sri Harsha Charita 

also never, claimed that his hero founded an era. The exist, 

ence of a Sri Harsha Siladitya Saka inaugurated in the 7th 

century after Christ is itself altogether an invention of Euro¬ 

pean historians and born of their anxiety to reduce as far as 

possible the antiquity of our civilisation. It is really baseless. 

It was never in use in our country either in historical treatises 

or in inscriptions and is altogether fictitious. 

Dr. Buhler is obliged to build up a sequence of false¬ 

hood to support the Sri Harsha era (of the 7th century A. D.) 

invented by him. He writes 

"Our inscription No. 12, the first which belongs to 

Sivadeva II father of Jayadeva II is dated Sri Harsha Samvat 

119 or 725-6 A, D. The second No. 13 in which his name 

occurs was incised in Sri Harsha Samvat 143 or 749-50 and 

No. 14 which has lost the king’s name, but most probably be¬ 

longs to Sivadeva II as the heir apparent of Vijayarieva, a 

vicarious name for Jayadeva bears the date Sri Harsha Samvat 

145.” (The Indian Antiquary Vol. XIII page 424.) 

In inscription No. 12 of Sivadeva Varma Sri Harsha 

year 119 is mentioned. This is wrongly identified by Dr, Buh. 

ler with the year 119 of the concocted era of Sri Hrsha" Sila¬ 

ditya of the 7th century A. D., (which again is his own inven¬ 

tion) and elucidated as corresponding to 725-26 A. D., to 

support his own fictitious theory. The facts are :—* 
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The coronation of Bhtunivarma first king') 
of the 5th Solar dynasty, occurred accor- J 
ding to the Vamsavali. J 

The coronation of Sivadevavarma the") 
27th king of this dynasty occurred accor. j- 
ding to the Vamsavali. J 

According to the writing in inscription 12. 

Kali 1389 
or 

B. C. 1713 

Kali 2764 
or 

B. C. 338 

in Sri Harsha Samvat 119th year 
or' B.C. 338 

According to the Vamsavali Kali 2764 = 338 BC. 

The year 119 of Sri Harsha era (457 B.C.) mentioned ,,,, p, p 
in inscription 12 (457-119). 

So the evidence of the inscription 12 as well as of the 

Vamsavali pointed to the same conclusion that the coronation 

of Sivadevavarma took place in 338 B. C. 

The year 143 of the Sri Harsha era mentioned I ^4 g q 
in inscription 13 * | 

The year 145 of the Sri Harsha era mentioned 'j B C 
in inscription 14 ’ J 

We submit it is neither fair nor honourable for this 

historian to set aside the clear evidence of the Vamsavali 

corroborated by the inscriptions too to the effect that the 

coronation of Sivadevavarma occurred in 338 B. C., and inter¬ 

preting the evidence wrongly and distorting it to postulate a 

non-existent Sri Harsha Siladitya era in 606 A.D-,and to correct 

the dates mentioned in the Vamsavali to suit it and endeavour 

to reduce the antiquity of the period of the ancient history of 

our country dealt with in the Vamsavali. 

Conflicting and Absurd Argument of Dr. Buhler. 
To show the absurdity of the argument of Dr. Buhler, 

some of the inconsistencies of his argument are presented be¬ 

low in a clearer form. 

1. The coronation of Amsuvarma, 
-1 1 . 

If we agree for a moment that the conclusion of 

Dr. Buhler is valid that'whereas the writings of Hieun-Tsang 
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indicates, as well as the style of the writing of Amsuvatma’s 

inscriptions, that Amsuvarma belonged to the 7th century of 

the Christian era, but to enhance the antiquity of the time of 

Amsuvarma, the author of the Nepal Raja Vams&vali antedated 

it by more than seven centuries and located it in Kali 3000 or 

101 B. C.,we have to fix the time of Amsuvarma at the time of 

the visit of Hieun-Tsang to Mepal in 637 A. D. 

(The Ind. Ant. Vol. XIII p. 420). 

Of the 31 kings of the Sfirya Vamsi dynasty Sivadeva- 

varma is the 27th. His coronation is dated Kali 2764 or 338 

B, C. In the inscriptions of Sivadevavarma, his coronation 

is dated 119th year of the Sri Harsha era. The Sri Harsha 

of this era is not the Sri Harsha (who founded an era) of 

457 B. C., mentioned by Alberuni. This is Sri Harsha Siladitya 

whose era is to be located in 606 A. D. 

Sivadevavarma’s coronation according to the No. 12 

inscription occurred in Sri Harsha 119=606 A. D.-+ 119 = 

725 A. D. Let us concede the validity of this fantastic position 

of Dr. Buhler also for a moment for the sake of argument. 

Of the royal dynasties of Nepal, the Stirya Vamsi 

dynasty is the fifth — Sivadeva Varma is the 27th of the 

31 kings of this fifth dynasty. His coronation is dated accor¬ 

ding to Buhler in 725 A. D. Amsuvarma is the first of the sixth, 

the Thakfir dynasty; He was crowned according to the writings 

of Hiuen-Tsang as interpreted by Dr. Buhler in 637 A.D. Then, 

27. Sivadeva Varma’s reign 61 years. 

28. Narendra deva Varma — 42 

29. Bhima deva varma 36 ft 

30. Vishnudeva varma 47 n 

31. Viswa deva varma 51 it 

Total 237 Years.' 

This is the period elapsed between Sivadevavarma’s 

coronation and Arrisu varma, Arpsuvarma the first king of the 
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Thakur dynasty (6th dyaasty) is the son-in-law of the 31st king 

Viswadeva varma of the Surya Vamsi Dynasty. (5th dynasty) 

According to the argument of Buhler Amsuvarma must have 

been crowned in 725 A.D. +237 = 962 A.D. But according to the 

writings of Hieun-Tsang as Buhler stated above it is 637 A, D_ 

i. e. 88 years before Sivadeva varma the 27th king of the 

5th dynasty. (725 A.D.) How is it possible? These two versions 

are conflicting. It is thus seen that Buhler who accused the 

author of Nepalaraja vamsavali of antedating Amsuvarma by 

more than seven centuries is himself guilty of post-dating him 

to that extent. Hence it is clear we cannot implicitly rely on 

the correctness of the writings of. Hieun-Tsang. The arguments 

of Dr. Buhler quoted above are clearly the specious pleadings 

of a biassed foreigner to support his preconceived ideas and 

deliberate intention to reduce the antiquity of the history and 

culture of Bharat and bring them within the recent past- They 

are unreasonable and due to his own invention, and not based 

on any authentic evidence. The extant observations of foreign 

travellers in India of ancient times from Megasthenes, Fa-Hiuan, 

Heun-Tsang downwards are not altogether reliable for the 

reconstruction of our ancient history. Due to the ignorance 

and half-knowledge of the original authors and the scribes of 

later times who copied the texts from time to time, as also 

owing to the errors due to ignorance and deliberace interpola¬ 

tion and misinterpretation of the translators into the European 

languages from the original Chinese, many mistakes have crept 

into them and rendered them practically useless .or historical 

evidence. They cannot be accepted as authoritative for the 

reconstruction of another nation’s history. The modern history 

of India, accepted as authoritative and recorded in our text 

books and taught in our schools and colleges( is full of many 

such eggregious chronological errors and wrong determina¬ 

tions and it is high time it is all scrapped and a genuine attempt 

is made by honest and patriotic Indians to rewrite the history 

of the culture and civilisation of their country based on the 

authentic sources and evidence and the traditions of the people 

of the country and their secular and sacred literature* 
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Puranic History. 

In our Puranas we find a clear and continuous record 

of the lists of kings of the many dynasties that ruled in the 

different parts of the country (in the different kingdoms 

into which it was divided in ancient times) and their 

reigns — from the time of the Mahabharata war (3138 

B. C.) with the details of the years of their coronation, 

the length of the reign of each king and of each 

dynasty of kings and other important events as well as 

the total intervals between the Mahabharata War and the time 

of Mahapadmananda of Magadha, from Mahapadmananda to 

the commencement of the Andhra dynasty of emperors and to 

verify and tally and adjust anv discrepancies in the account 

due to lapse of time and errors of scribes and interpolation of 

interested parties here and there we find references to the 

position of the Saptarshi mandala at the time of the important 

land-marks incorporated i'n the accounts. In particular the 

position and revolutions of the Sap'arshi mandala at the time 

of the Mahabharata War and at the commencement of the reign 

of the Andhra dynasty—are all clearly specified in our Puranas. 

Such references enable us to rectify any mistakes that might 

have crept into the accounts for any reason. 

The Kali Era. 

The Yudhishtira era was inaugurated in 3138 B. C., the 

year of the Mahabharata War after which Yudhishtira, the 

Victor was crowned the undisputed Emperor of Bharat—the 

Kali era was established in the 37th year of the Yudhishtira 

Era—when his reign came to a closein 3102 B. C.—(exactly at 

2 hours 27 m. 30 sc. on the 20th of February). The era establi- 

shed in Kali 26 or B C 3076, variously termed the Saptarshi 

era or Loukika Era or Yudhishtira Kala era is well-known and 

in frequent use in our tradition and literature. Setting aside 

all these eras and the exact determinations of events on 

these eras in our Puranas, for the basic event of Indian 

history, the invasion of Alexander; the only historical fact 

concerning India within the knowledge of the western historians 
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of Europe is accepted and enthroned and that year 322 B. C., is 
wrongly determined to be the coronation of Maurya Chandra- 

gupta of Magadha and on this basis all other events of Indian 

history are determined and the entire history of our country 

has been pushed forward by 12 centuries. The real date of 

the coronation of Chandragupta Maurya is 1534 B.C., according, 

to all the Hindu, Buddhist and Jain literatures. The contempo 

rary Hindu king to Alexander in 326 B. C., is Chandragupta of 

the Gupta Dynasty but not Chandragupta Maurya of the 16th 

Century B, C. 

Alexander’s Invasion 

Alexander, when he invaded India brought with him 
in his train several historians from his own country. They 
were naturally expected to praise his victorious exploits and 
to slur over his defeats. Those who mentioned his defeats in 
their writings or refrained from singing his glory, would have 
been summarily despatched by the General. Even of the 
writings of such historians, influenced by fear of drastic punish¬ 
ment for dispassionate truthfulness, and therefore full of 

falsehoods and one-sided versions of the historical events and 
personages and peoples of those times, only a few remnants 
have been extant and available to the later historians in stray 
extracts. On the basis of the stray extracts of their writings 
available in the writings of the later Greek historians, the 
recent European historians, with their pronounced and obvious 
national bias and prejudice against the antiquity of the eastern 
nations, have attempted to build up the history of the countries 
of the east. The history of India thus evolved by the western 
European historians and blindly accepted as gospel truth by 
their Indian disciples is full of exaggerations and perversions 
due to bias and prejudice. The Indian writers do not seem 
to have been aware of the invasion of India by Alexander, in 
particular. In the writings of ancient Indians (our Puranas) 
Alexander is nowhere mentioned. The facts of the so-called 
Alexander’s Invasion,of India seem to be Samudraguptha 
of the Guptha dynasty of Magadha was deprived of his right 

to the throne by his father Chandragupta and therefore be 
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left the Capital Pataliputra (Patna) and gathering an army of 

his own from among the inhabitants of the Punjab and the 

Saka and Yavana tribes of Kshatriya origin inhabiting the 

region to the west of the Indus and considered Mlechchas, 

(outcastes) on account of their having discarded the customs 

and traditions of the Hindu religion, was preparing to march 

with them upon his step brother (who was preferred by his 

father to him). At that time Alexander must have reached 

the western bank of the Indus through Kaffiristan and he 

must have encountered the youthful Samudraguptha even there 

(to the west of the river Indus) and sustained a crushing defeat 

and fled with his surviving soldiers but died broken-hearted on 

account of the disgraceful defeat even on his way, at Babylonia, 

without reaching home. The crossing of the Indus by Alexan. 

der, establishing his satraps in the Punjab, fighting with and 

defeating Porus, giving him back his kingdom magnanimously 

in admiration of his heroism, building up a fleet and sailing 

down the Indus and on the sea to the west—all these stories 

were fictitious and concocted by the western historians on 

flimsy evidence and calculated to feed their vanity and racial 

arrogance. 

Further, incidentally, as a consequence of this fictitious 

version of Alexander’s invasion of India, (326 B. C.) by presu¬ 

ming the contemporaneity of Alexander with the famous king 

of Magadha,*Chandragupta of the Maurya dynasty (1534 B. C.), 

they have reduced the antiquity and chronology of the early 

history of India by 1207 years. In the same manner with 

regard to the History of Kashmir, identifying the Kashmir king 

Mihira-kula as a Huna, and on the strength of the two forged 

inscriptions Nos. 164, 165 of Mandasor, they pushed forward 

his reign from the 8th century before Christ to the 6th century 

after Christ and determining the times of the several kings of 

Kashmir of earlier and later times with reference to his time, 

ultimately reduced the antiquity of the history of Kashmir 

by more than 12 centuries. Again in the same manner 

they have attempted to meddle with the history of the royal 

dynasties of NSpal which begins ten centuries before the 

Mabibharata War and brought it down to later times. For 
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this purpose and with this motive only Dr. Buhler attempts to 

assign Amsuvarma of Kali 3000 or 101 B. C., to the 7th century 

after Christ, But his attempt has proved, a boomerang 
(or a Bhasmasura's boon) to destroy his own thesis 
and also, incidentally, the reliability of the writings of 
the Chinese travellers of ancient times for historical 
purposes, Thus to a careful and patient student of 

Tndian literature it will be clear that the so-called Indian 

History we are taught is absolutely unreliable and false being 

based on deliberately distorted versions and perverse interpre¬ 

tations of historical facts and records. 

Brother historians and researchers into the early 

history of India at least now discard the false versions of 

Indian history fabricated by western European scholars and 

their methods of enquiry.' carefully study, with the help of 

the yet unperverted scholars of your country, of the traditional 

type, the vast body of Indian literature, imbibing the spirit 

and ideals of your traditional culture and rewrite the history 

of your country de novo. Otherwise you will deserve the 

reproaches otthe future generations of our countrymen. 

Look at what Mr, Rookes says about “Alexander’s 

conquest” in the preface to his valuable translation of 

‘‘Arrian’s History of Alxander’s expedition”. (Lond. Edition 

1814). 

“ True History, like a faithful mirror, gives princes, 

as well as private men, an exact representation of transactions 

of past ages > but if partiality infatuates the historian or pre¬ 

judice over-balances his judgement, his images appear mons¬ 

trous and unnatural and we lose the only benefit we hope to 

reap from his labours. The story of “ Alexander’s invasion” 

is no less than the fall of the vast Persian Empire, and the 

establishment of the Grecian upon its ruins. No period of 

time was ever so famous ; no Geneial ever pushed his conquests 

so far and in so short a time nor over.ran so many countries 

with so small a force. None had a more numerous race of 

writers to commend his acts to posterity; but the greater part 
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of their compositions was either panegyric or satire; for none 

durst write the truth concerning his reverses while he lived, 

and few seem to have had an inclination to it after his death ” 

(Quoted by T. S. Narayana Sastry in his ‘Age of Sankara 

Part I Ch. I, pp. 98, 99). 

“Alexander never penetrated into India, farther than 

Taxila, which is not even quite the modern Attock J The mur¬ 

muring of the Macedonian troops began at the same place and 

not, as given out by Mr. Vincent Smith and his ardent admirers 

at Hyphasis. For, having never reached Hyphasis or Jhelum, 

he could not have been at Hydaspes or Sullej. Nor did Alexan¬ 

der ever found Satrapies, plant any Greek colonies in the 

Punjab. The only colonies he left behind him that the brah¬ 

mins ever knew of—and that too not during the time of Chan- 

dragupta of the Maurya dynasty, but during the reign of Chan- 

dragupta of the Great Gupta dynasty, who drove these bold fore¬ 

igners out of India, amounted to a few dozens of disabled 

soldiers, scattered here and there on the frontiers; who, with 

their native raped wives, settled down around the deserts of 

Karmania and Gadrosia the then natural boundaries of India. 

And, unless history regards as colonists the many thousands 

of dead men, destroyed by the young prince, Samudragupta 

during his short period of exile from the court of his ambitious 

and jealous father Chandragupta, the founder of. the Gupta 

dynasty, and those who settled themselves for ever under the 

hot sands of Gedrosia, there were no other, save in the fertile 

imagination of the so-called historians and their warm 

advocates the modern European orientalists. The boasted 

“ invasion of India” was confined to the region between Kar¬ 

mania aud Attock — East and West, and Beluchistan and the 

Hindukush South and North, countries which were all “India” 

for the Greeks of those days. His building a fleet at Hydaspes 

is a fiction; and his victorious march through the fighting 

armies of India—just another of the same kind.” (Age of 

Sankara Part I by T. S. Narayana Sastry, Ed. 1917. pp. 96, 97.) 

“ While the western historian puts together the muti 

lated incomplete records of his nations, and people, and 
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weaves them into a clever mosaic according to the best and 

most probable plan, he rejects entirely traditions of other 

nations as fables and grandmother’s stories. But the Hindu 

scholar pays not the slightest attention to the vain self glorifi¬ 

cation of alleged conquerors or their lithic inscriptions and 

panegyrics, Nor does he follow the stray bits of so-called 

historical information, oft concocted by interested parties and 

found scattered here and there in the fragments of classical 

writers,whose original texts themselves have often been tampe¬ 

red with. Yet, pleasant it is after the brainless assaults to 

which Indian history and indian literature have hitherto been 

subjected, assaults in which “abuse has been substituted for 

argument, ‘and' flat denial for calm inquiry”, to find that there 

remain in the west some men who will come into the field like 
f 

philosophers, and soberly and fairly discuss the claims o 

these classical writers to the respect due to truth and the 

dignity demanded for historical accuracy. Those alone whose 

sole desire is to speak out the truth and nothing but the truth, 

and not to maintain foregone conclusions and ‘a priori’theories 

to suit their own purposes, have a right to a respectful hearing 

by the descendants of the Holy Sages of Bharata-Varsha.” 

(Age of Sankara Part I, pp. 97, 98), 

Alleging that the years of the Kali Era mentioned in 

the Vamsavali are wrong and unreliable for historical purposes 

and mixing them up with dates and eras based on his own 

conjectures or hypothesis, Dr. Buhler has concocted his own 

theories and meddled arbitrarily with the text of the Vamsa¬ 

vali so that it is rendered absolutely useless for historical 

purposes. His criticism and his arguments are obviously those 

of an ignorant and uneducated man and unworthy of a scholar. 

Therefore it is the duty of Indians and Indian historians to 

review the Vamsavali in a manner conformable to Indian 

culture, tradition and literature and revise the text to reconcile 

the references to the Kali era and thus render it useful for 

historical purposes. 

To question the authenticity and hence the usefulness 

for historical purposes of the entire text, inconsistent matter 
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has been deliberately interpolated into it and the dynasties 

mentioned therein have been freely distorted. Wrong and 

inconsistent dates have been inserted here and there and 

in turn these were subjected to criticism as though they 

formed part of the origiaal text. Removing such interpola¬ 

tions and reconciling the references to the dates of the Kali era 

and the dates of the Sri Harsa era mentioned in the inscriptions 
o 

12, 13, 14, we shall here attempt to prove the historical validity 

and value of the Nepalaraja Vams§vali. 

The Chronology of the Vamsavali 
The chronology of the Vamsavali is mainly based on 

the Kali era. But the dates of only the very important events 

have been clearly and unequivocally specified in the Kali era. 

Rejecting the conflicting dates of the intervening periods 

between these dates of importance specified in the Kali era as 

most probably due to mischievous interpolation of inconsistent 

matter with the deliberate intention of rendering the historical 

value of the entire text altogether questionable, and adjusting, 

correcting and reconciling the other references to the dates 

mentioned in the Kali era is the only proper course open to 

scholars and students of Indian history, and not to accept the 

inconsistent interpolated matter as authentic and to reject the 

entire Vamsavali as unreliable on account of such inconsisten¬ 

cies. The latter is not the procedure worthy of a dispassionate 

and honest student of History and it cannot be valued as histo¬ 

rical research work. So we should approach the Raja Vamsa¬ 

vali dispassionately and with the sole desire of ascertaining the 

true facts and attempt to establish by valid arguments the 

authenticity and historical value of the text of the Vamsavali. 

The text of the Nepala Raja Vamsavali is inscribed on 

lengthy sheets of paper rolled up and in it the names of the 

kings are written one after another and when any important 

historical event is noted, it is added und'er the name of the 

corresponding king. It is very easy to incorporate extraneous 

matter subsequently in such a situation and to reject them also 

circumstancial evidence and arguments will be ayailable in 

the same. 
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Such interpolated inconsistent matter is thus distin¬ 

guished and separated and the correct dynastic lists and the 

reigns of the kings are given below. The author of the 

Vamsavali incorporated in the texts the dates and reigns 

of which he was sure and when he had no definite 

knowledge he satisfied himself with giving merely the 

names of the kings and the dates of the important histo¬ 

rical events in years of the Kali Era. We have to recon¬ 

cile the different kinds of information supplied by him and 

build up a chronological account of the royal dynasties of 

Nepal. 

Lists of the kings of Nepal according to the Buddha 

parvatiya Vamsavali given by Dr. Buhler. 

(Vide “The Indian Antiquary Vol. XIII p. 411 ff.) 

I. Gopala Dynasty. 
Gopala dynasty or the Yadu Dynasty (Kshatriyas of 

the Gopala family) Total period 522 years. 

Name of the King. Years of Reign. 

1. Bhukata managata Gupta. 88 

2. Jayagupta ( son of 1) 72 

3. Parama gupta ( son of 2 ) 80 

4. Harsha gupta ( „ 3) 93 

5. Bhima gupta ( » 4) 38 

6. Mani gupta ( 5) 37 

7. Vishnu gupta ( » 6) 42 

8. Yakshagupta ( „ ?) 72 

522 

No. 8 died childless and brought in 1 the Ahif dynasty* 
from Hindustan. 

II. Ahit Dynasty. 
1. Varasimha % Years not given; possibly 200 
2. Jayamati Simha l years for the three kings. 
3. Bhuvana Simha J 
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Conquered by the Eastern Kirata dynasty which resided 

at Gokarna and reigned for 1118 years. 

III. Kirata (Kshatriya) dynasty. 

1. Yalambara came in Dvapara sesha 12 i. e. 12 years 

were left of the Dvapara yuga, obviously this seems to be 

a mistake, The 6th king of this dynasty is stated to have 

lived in the forest with the Pandavas and the 7th king is 

stated to have taken part in the great MahabhSrata War. The 

war took place 36 years before the close ol' Dvapara and it is 

obviously impossible that while the 7th king supported the Panda¬ 

vas and fought and died in the great war, (3138 B.C ) the first king 

of the dynasty could have been reigning 24 years subsequently 

i. e 12 years before the close of Dwapara. This is an appa¬ 

rent absurdity. Evidently it has been incorporated delibera¬ 

tely into the text with a view to render the authenticity and 

historical value of the entire text questionable and could not 

have been written by fehe original author. The book was 

obviously written by a scholar and no ignoramus and no Indian 

scholar with any sense of historical sequence could have been 

guilty of such a gross blunder in the narration. Either the 

note should be deemed an interpolation and rejected or the 

figure must have been wrongly or mischievously corrected 

into 12. 

The list then proceeds thus 

2. Pavi son of 1. 

3. Skandara son of 2. 

4. Valamba son of 3. 

5. Hriti son of 4. 

6. Humati son of 5. (went into the forest with the 

Pandavas (50 years before Kali 

i. e. 3151. B. C.) 

jitedaSti son of 6 assisted the Pandavas in the 

Great War and was killed, (Date of the War 36 years before 

Kali, i. e. 3138 B.C.) In his time Sakya Simha Buddha came to 

Nlpal. These seven kings reigned for 300 years. 
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Jitedasti the seventh king of the Kir&ta dynasty suppor¬ 
ted the Pandavas and was killed in the Mahabharata War. His 
death belongs therefore to the year of the Mahabharata War 
i t. 3138 B. C. This is an important historical fact. There is 
no reason to doubt or suspect it. It might as well be made 
the corner-stone for the edifice of the chronology of the royal 
dynasties of Nepal. The son, of Jitedasti who was killed in the 
war was crowned king of Nepal in 3138 B. C., Dharmaraja, the 
Victor in the Great war at Hastinapura, Somadi, the son of 
Sahadeva (son of Jarg,sandha also killed in the war) of the 
Barhadradha‘dynasty, in Magadha. 

Brihadbala of the Ikshvaku dynasty in Ayodhya were 
all crowned in 3138 B. C. while Gonanda II had been crowned 
in Kashmir 2 years earlier. The Mahabharata War of 3138 B.C., 
is an indisputable historical fact, vouched by the Puranas, the 
Epic Mahabharata, the history of Kashmir and the history of 
Nepal. But it is stated in the Nepal Raja Vamsavali that in the 
time of this Jitedasti Sakyasimha Buddha visited Nepal. The 
Buddha known to history is Gautama-Buddha. He was the 
son of Suddhodana the 23rd of the list of the 30 kings of the 
Ayodhya dynasty. The puranas all unanimously declare that 
the 30 kings of the Ayodhya dynasty ruled for 1500 years from 
the time of the Mahabharata War. On the average it works 
out to 50 years for each king of the dynasty. So the 23rd king 
Suddhodana must have ruled about 1200 Kali, The birth of 
Gautama Buddha has to be located therefore somewhere near 
Kali 1215 or 1887 B. C. To the Sakya Simha Buddha who is 
stated in the NepalaRajaVamsavali to have visited Nepal in the 
time of Jitedasti prior to the Mahabharata War must be some 
other Buddha and not Gautama Buddha of history. It is a 
fallacy of the historians to presume that the Bauddha religion 
came into being with Gautama Buddha These historians 
disregarded and looked askhance at the Puranas as unreliable 
and this has led to many errors in their histories and much 
confusion. That the Buddhas were many and that there were 
many incarnations of the Buddha previous to Gautama Buddha 
and that in future there will be many more such incarnations 
of the Buddha have been declared often by the Buddhistr reli*i 
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ous books. The Hindu Puranas also say that the first naked 

Sanyasi (ascetic) from the time of the creation was Rishabha, 
To preach the philosophy of the ultimate reality to the Rishis 
he became a naked ascetic, an ascetic of the utmost severe 
type of asceticism. But the ignorant people could not under¬ 
stand him and his message and doctrine and only imitating 
the external features of his practice like shaving the head, 
wearing of ochre robes etc., gave up the ritual prescribed by 
the Vedas, established and propagated the unvSdic Bauddha 
and Jaina schools of thought—according to the Puranas. In 
the first Atnsa of the fifth canto of Maha Bhagavata the account 
of the Rishabha incarnation may be referred to in this conne¬ 
ction. For the Jains Rishabha is the first Arhat. The Jaina 
and Bauddha religions were not originated in our country by 
Mahavira and Gautama Buddha. They were only able propa¬ 
gandists and popularisers of their respective cults. In the list 
of religious teachers of the Bauddha religion from times Imme¬ 
morial there might have been a Buddha known as Sakyasimha 
in the time of Jitedasti before the Mahabharata War and he 
might have visited Nepal. This should not be rejected as 
untrue by us ignorant of the history of the times. It is also 
not unlikely that this inconsistent detail is due to deliberate 

interpolation by interested parties intent on rendering the 

whole text of NSpal Raja Vamsivali untrustworthy and unreli. 
able for historical purposes. In that case it should be deleted 
from the text. But to reject the entire text as unreliable on 
account of this inconsistency is absurd. We have to bear in 
mind that the Buddha who is alleged to have visited Nepal in 
the time of JitSd&sti was Sakyasimha Buddha and not Gautama 
Buddha of history. Gautama Buddha was known by the name 
Slkya Muni but nowhere is he referred to as ^Sakyasimha, 

“When the true doctrines have fallen into decay and 
man-kind has become evil, there appears at long intervals, a 
new Buddha to resume teaching of the same doctrines of salva¬ 

tion. The Buddha Siddhartha is said to have been preceeded 
by as many as twenty-four Buddhas, the last of which was 
K&syapa > and five thousand years after the passing of Buddha 
ijato Nirvlna> a new Buddha Mitreya, will arise*” 
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(quoted by Harnesworth in his History of the World 

Vol. IV, India, Ceylon, Central Asia and Ancient India, Page 
1196). 

‘‘When the world-honoured one (Sakya Muni) was 
about to attain to perfect wisdom, the Devas sang in the sky, 

‘‘ The son of Suddhodana, having quitted his family and studied 
the path (of wisdom) will now in seven days become Buddha. 
The pratyeka Buddha heard their words, and immediately 
attained to Nirvana.” (Record of Buddhist - kingdoms by 
Fa Hien—Translated by James Leggie, Ed. 1886 - Page 94). 

Foot-note on page 94 runs thus;—• 

“This is the only one instance in Fahien’s text where 
the Bodhi Sattva or Buddha is called by the surname ‘Gotama5. 
For the most part, our traveller uses Buddha as a proper name, 
though it properly means ‘The enlightened’. He uses also the 
combination Sakya Buddha = The Buddha of the Sakya tribe 
and Sakya Muni = ihe Sakya Sage ’. This last is the most com¬ 
mon designation of Buddha in China.’5 Among other Buddhistic 
peoples Gotama, and Gotama Buddha are the more frequent 
designations.” 

Dr. Rhys Davids—In Buddhism page 27 says ‘ The 
family name was certainly ‘Gautama.5 “The king exhibits, so 
as to line both sides of the road, the five hundred different 
bodily forms in which the Bodhisatva has in the course of his 
history appeared here as‘Sudama, there as ‘Sama5 etc. (Vide 
Fa-Hien By James Leggie p. 106) Foot-Note I. on p. 106 — 

Sudama or Sudatta was the name of the Bodhi- 
Sattva in the birth which preceeded his appearance as 
Sakyamuni or Gotama, when he became the supreme 
Buddha. 

‘‘ The thousand Buddhas of this Bhadra Kalpa, indeed 
will all use the same almsbowl.55 (P. 110 of Fa-Hien’s travels 
by Leggie.) 

The three predecessors of Sakyamuni• !• Kasyapa 
Buddha, 2. Kra-Kuchanda Buddha, 3, Kanakamuni Buddha, 
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These three predecessors of Sakya Muni were the three Buddhas 

of the present or Mahabhadra Kalpa, of which he was the fourth 
and MitrSya is to be the fifth and last. (Vide Footnote 2 of 

page 51). 

SuddhSdana is the father of Sakya Muni. 
( Foot-note 4 on page 64). 

It is of him (K&syapa Buddha) that the Chapter 
XXXIII speaks, and not of the famous disciple of Sakyamuni. 
who is also called MahakaSyapa’. (Foot-note 3 on page 92, 
continued in page 93 of Fa-Hien by James Leggie). 

From the above authoritative passages it is clear there 
were many incarnations of the Buddha and Buddha son of 
Suddhodana, otherwise known as ‘.Gautama Buddha or Sakya 
Muni is nowhere called Sakya Simha. According to Buddhist 
Puranas (sacred texts) the current Bhadra Kalpa is of 23 crores 
60 lakhs years duration of which 19 crores 10 lakhs of years 

are passed. During this period (of the current Bhadra Kalpa 
left behind one thousand incarnations of the Buddha appeared. 
Sakya Simha was very probably one of those. He must have 
appeared slightly after or before the Mahabharata War. The 
Western scholars have been under the impression that the son 
of Suddhodana was the only Buddha. So they wrongly identi¬ 

fied the Sakya Simha Buddha mentioned in the Nepala Raja 

Vamsavali as having visited Nepal during the reign of Jhedasti 
about the time of the Mahabharata War as the Sakya Muni 
Buddha the son of Suddhodana the 23rd of the kings of the 
AySdhya dynasty who ruled after the Mahabharata War and 
questioned the possibility of the fact and hence the authenticity 
of the entire text of the Nepala Raja Vamsavali. When once 
we recognise that Sakya Muni and Sakya Simha were different 
there is no confusion and no inconsistency. The rest of the 
kings of the Kirata dynasty are 

8. Gali son of 7 (Jitedasti) crowned 36 years before 
Kali or 3138 B. C. 

9. Pushka son of 8. 

10. Suyarma son of 9. 
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11. Parba son of 10. 

12. Thunka son of 11. 

13. Svananda son of 12. 

14. Stunco son of 13. 

In his time king Asoka of Pataliputra came to Nepal > 
Asoka’s daughter Charumati was married to a Kshatriya, 

called Devapala, settled in Nepal and founded Devapattana 
(near Pasupati). This is nonsense. It is a big forgery and 
deserves to be wiped off from the Vamsavali. 

As6ka who belongs to a period 16 centuries after the 
Mahabharata war is introduced here and the Vamsavali is 
unfairly subjected to criticism. It is clear this could not have 
been written by the author of the Nepala Raja Vamsavali in the 
original text. The list continues thus :—- 

15. Gighri (Gidhri) son of 14. 

16. Nane son of 15. 

17. Luk son of 16 

18. Thor son of 17. 

19. Thoko son of 18. 

20. Varma son of 19. 

21. Guja son of 20. 

22. Pushkara (Pushka) son of 21. 

23. Kesu son of 22. 

24. Snusa son of 23. 

25. Sammu son of 24. 

26. Gunana son of 25 

27. Kimbu son of 26 

28. Patunka son of 27. 

He was attacked by the Soma-Vamsi Rajputs, built a 
new fort at Sankamula thirtha. 

29. Gasti son of 28 fled before the Somavamsis, built 
a new fort at Bhutochcha near Godavari, visible from Lalita- 
pattana, and finally lost his kingdom to the Somavarnsj 
dynasty. 
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These 8 to 29 kings reigned for 782 years in Kali and 

36 years before Kali, total 818 years, (i e, From 36 before 

Kali to Kali 782 or 3138 B. C. to 2356 B. C.) 

IV. Soma - Vamsi Dynasty. 
(reigned 607 years. Kali 782-1389. 2356-1749 B. C.) 

1. Nimisha. 

2. Manaksha son of 1. 

3. Kaka Varman son of 2. 

4. Pasupreksha DSv^a son of 3 restored Pasupati’s 
temple, brought over settlers from Hindusthan in 
Kali-yuga 1234 or 1867 B. C. 

5. Bh&skara Varman conquered the whole of India, 
enlarged the Devapattana, caused the rules for the worship of 
Pasupati to be engraved on a copper plate, which he deposited 
in the Charumati Vih§ra. Being childless he adopted a prince 
of the Suryavamsi dynasty, Bhumivarman who was crowned 
king in Kali 1389 or 1712 B. C. 

According to the Nepala Raja Vamsavali Pasupreksha 
deva was the fourth king of the IV Somavamsi dynasty. In 

Kali 1234 or 1867 B. C., he induced people from Hindusthan to 
migrate to Nepal, provided for them and settled them there. 
There is nothing to question the correctness of this statement 
or object to it as improbable. It might have so happened at 
that time. Only we have to note the date. The fifth king of 
this dynasty Bhaskara Varman was childless and adopted there¬ 

fore Bhumivarman according to the Vamsavali. This Bhumi¬ 
varman was crowned in Kali 1389 or 1712 B. C. The years of 

the reigns of the individual kings of the Somavamsi dynasty 
are not given. The year mentioned in the 4th king’s reign is 
Kali 1234 or 1867 B. C. The year of the coronation of Bhfimi- 
varman is Kali 1389 or L712 B. C. To account for the interval 
between the two dates mentioned—of 155 years only one king 
the 5th king Bhaskaravarman is mentioned. During this 
interval 2 or 3 kings might have reigned but perhaps the 
author did not know, or could not trace the names of the rest 
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and so he mentioned only Bhaskara varman and omitted all 

mention of the rest. He has clearly and definitely mentioned 

the dates of two important historical events one in Kali 1234 

ond the other in Kali 1339. We have to accept these two dates 

and surmise the existence of 2 or 3 kings not mentioned in the 

list, but we are not warranted on the ground of this slight 

omission and gap to question the authenticity and historical 

value of the entire text of the Nepala Raja Vams&vali and build 

the entire history of the country merely on conjectures and 

questionable interpretations. 

The establishment of the Shryavamsi dynasty in Kali 
1389 or 17L2 B. C., the crowning of the first king of the dynasty 
Bhumivarman and the transfer of the capital to the city Banes- 

wara are three important historical events. So the years of 
these important events were vouched by authentic evidence in 
the records of the royal house and noted specifically, definitely 
and unambiguously in the text. This should not be discarded 
or overlooked. 

In the feign of Vrishadeva Varma, the 18th king of 
the fifth Surya vamsi dynasty the first Sankaracharya travelled 
from the south to Nepal, defeated the Buddhist priests there in 
religious discussions, and reduced the influence and hold of the 
Budhistic religion on the popular mind.The reigns of all the kings 
individually are given definitely and clearly from the first king 
of the fifth SfiryaVamsi Dynasty, from Bhdmivarman to the 18th 
king Vrishadeva varma. Reckoning the periods allotted to the 
different dynasties from the time of the Mahabharata War and 
again from Kali 1389 (thus arrived at) of the time of Bhumi¬ 
varman the first king of the Surya vamsi dynasty reckoning the 
reigns of the 18 kings of the dynasty down to Vrishadevavarma 
it works out to Kali 2554 to Kali 2615. The birth of Sri Sankara 
was in Kali 2593 (509 B. C.) and visit to Nepal Kali 2614 
or 488 - 487 B. C. These figures tally remarkably accurately. 

Thus it is verified that Sri Sankara lived towards the 

end of the sixth century before Christ and the beginning of the 
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fifth century before Christ i. e. from 509 to 477 B. C., and the 

view of the western scholars that Sri Sankara belonged to the 

eighth century after Christ is shown to be altogether fantastic. 

The Sankara of the 8th century A.-D., described in the 

book “Sankara Mandara - Sourabha” was not the Adi Sankara, 

charya of (509 B. C.), but he was the 38th. Peettadhipathi 

in the list of Kanchi Kama Koti Peetha Counting from ‘‘Adi 

Sankaracharya”. 



Age of Adi Sankaracharya. 
(According to Jain and Buddhist Literature.) 

The Jinavijaya says about the birth of Kumarila Bhatta. 

as follows: 

s&tPgtl■sr'J&lSatf fT*«r ^2077^ 

ei"f trcrs ^r8$+-’g<F g|j§oSg^as i 

$os3cr>8'-|5g §'S^'5^soJS5’,Er,a^s I 

"satis |f sSti II 
Sf V_ tf _o ts. <a. ® 

(%kwk (2077) i 

\ 

HgTSTPf gHRPJ I 

|q: '* ii 

“Rishirvara stadapurnam martyakshau vamamglanSth 
(2077) 

Yekxkrutbya labhetamkah Krodhfsyjt tathra vatsarah 

Bhattacharya Kumarasya Karmakandaka Vadinah 

Jneyah pradurbhavastasmin varshe Yaudhistire sake.” 
(Jina Vijaya). 

(Vide page 8 Sanskrit Chandrika under Mahakavi Kalidasa). 

Meaning:- “We shall get the year ‘Krodhi’ if we 
calculate the figures Rishi =7, Vara™ 7, Purna=0, Martyakshau 

2 in the reverse that year 2077 of the Yuddhistira saka (of the 
Jains) that Kumarila Bhattacharya^ the special advocate of 
Karma Kanda was born. (The Jains and Buddhists use a 
Yudhishtira era which commences 468 years after Kali' is 
(commencement of Kali 3102 B. C. — 468™) 2634 B. C. Hence 

Kumarila was born in 2077+468=2545 th Kali year or 557 B. C. 
(or 2634 B. C.—2077 = 557 B. C.J 

(Quoted by the learned T. S. Narayana Sastry, B, A„ B L. 

in his “Ageof Sankara P.P. 139,140, Ed, 1917 A. D.) 

(8) 



58 Chronology of Nepal History Reconstructed 

About the birth-place and other particulars of Kuma. 
rila-Bhatta, the Jina Vijaya says;—• 

wtSO(^Tsc5jr_er"'?y*of5o^r“lf «SO|Jlf Kcx&SaoY^ I 

jjTT-'^o s&s&^sfer^o ^5|x’^y’ygS3s&»tS'g's l 

WORST'S sSr>er-rfc^^)55^'iS^ csfi|_ e^b'&eT* I ' 

dtSbfSg ^>sS^tr*aJ5^S^S" £5^88 j^bfeKr'0=cr'%isJr>s?r*f I 

*J(3’?t-*;&oS8 ?6e&'S§-£x!’g©3ip>»3 •r*S“« il 

“^itesTHra^rr qfelt I 

9T*r ^ErqpffST^: I 

SlTa^rfdf^fxf^ ^IdT^^T^dt ^rcfaar I 

^ ^^i=qrfwrqig; i 

I^FTTqTqdi mm, 3^t®ufTO^[" I 

Andhrotkalanam samyoge pavitre Jayamangale 

grim@ tasmin mahanadyam Bhattacharya Kumarakah 

Andhrajatistittiro m&tachandragunasati Yajneswara pita 

yasya mahavadirmahan ghorah srutinamchSbhimanavan 

Jinsnamamtah sakshat gurudweshyathi papavan. 
(Jinavijaya), 

Meaning:— “ Kumarilabhatta was born in the sacred 
Village, Jayamangala, on the bank of the river Mahanadi at 
the meeting-place of the Andhra and Utkala countries. (In 
those days the Andhra Province extended as far as the ‘Maha¬ 
nadi ’ which forms the boundary line between Andhra and 
Utkala (or Odhra Provinces). He was an Andhra by birth 
and belonged to the Vedic school of Thittirfya (Krishna Yajur- 
Veda Sakha). His mother was ChandragunS, the pious, and 
his father Yajneswara. He was a great and terrible debater 
and a staunch adherent of the Vedas. He lived among the 
Jains as their student and committed the heinous sin (of attack¬ 
ing the very religion of his Jain Gurus) and was therefore 
hated by them.” (Jinavijaya), 
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Chitsukhacharya says in his Bruhat Sankara Vijaya 
that Rumania was older than Sankara by 48 years. As Sankara 
was born in 509 B. C., Rumania was born in 509 + 48 = 557 B. C,, 
according to Sankara Vijaya also. 

Two years after the death of Mahavira, Rumania was 
pushed out into the street from the top of a terrace. The Jina 
Vijaya gives the date as follows : — 

<ss5ot3"”8 ^2109J I 

s55j£p.s-j5g 1 

ar*i$8 dJSt" 5&Tp}* II 

“Mv. ^ s® *^iRrr^rr*ra: (2109) i 

sfid: OTd^dfeFT Wl dcd* 11 

“ Nandah purnam bhuscha netre manujanamcha vamatah 
(2109) 

melane vatsard Dhata Yudhishtira sakasyavy 

Bhattacharya Rumarasya Rarmakandasya Vadinah 

Jatah parabhavastasmin Vijneyo Vatsare subhe. 

(Vide Ibid. P. 3.) 

Meaning:- Nandas — 9, Purna = 0, Bhumi=l, Netra»»2 

in the reverse order. 2109 years had elapsed in the Yudhis¬ 
htira Saka of the Jains corresponding to the year Dhata. It 
was in that auspicious year that Rumania Bhattacharya met 
with his fall. 

The poet being a Jain is glad to think of the discomfi¬ 
ture of Rumania in the hands of the great Jain Teacher and his 
worthy followers, and remembers the year as an auspicious 

one in the history of ■ the Jainas, as the epithet (#) 
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indicates. So this incident must have happened in the year 

2109 of the Yudhishtira Saka according to the Jains, corres. 

ponding to 525 B. C., I<umarila must have been 32 years old 

at this time. 

Referring to the dale of Sankaracharya’s Niryana, 
the Jina Vijaya states ;— 

^2157'j l 

©'ftroro tf^sSS^g-” 11 

(2I57) 

^dT^TvTT II 

“Rishirbana stadha bhhmirmarthy&kshau Vamamelanath 
(2157) 

Yekatvena labhetamkam stamraksha statra Vatsarah ”. 
(Ibid P. 6). 

“ When we calculate the figures Rishi 7, Bana 5, Bhtimi 
1, and Martyaksha 2. in the reverse order and obtain the total 

number of years 2157 in the Yudhishtira Saka (of the Jains), 
we arrive at the year Tamraksha (B.aktakshi) as the year of 
Sankara’s death. (Quoted in His “Age of Sankara” Part I, B. 

at pp. 141, 142 By T. S. Narayana Sastry.) . 

It is plain from this that Sankara died in the year 
‘Raktakshi’ corresponding to the year 2157 of the Yudhishtira 
Saka (according to the Jains)—the year 2157 + 468 = 2625 of 
the Kaliyuga corresponding to 477 B. C., which is exactly the 
date given of Sankara’s death in all the various Sankara 
Vijayams We know that Sankara died in his 32nd year, and 
so he must have been born in the year 2593 of the Kaliyuga, 
2125 of the Yudhishtira Saka (according to the Jains correspon¬ 
ding to 509 B. C.) 

Lastly referring to the extra-ordinary meeting of 
Sankara and Kumarila on his funeral pyre, the Jina Vijaya 
declares;— 
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wsssr^f tfo^sTi 6i5 Klltf© I 

$4j’=ty"8g §SsSr»B"tSg tS&^o §s6gII 

“q?qra; qq# qq \ 

fjq^q s[#r fitm %r." u 

“Paschat panchadasg varshe Sankarasyagate sati 

Bhattacharya Kumarasya darsanam krutavan Sivah’5. 
(Vide Ibid p. 6) 

“Thereupon, when 15 years had elapsed from his 
birth, Sankara met Bhattacharya for the first and last time”. 

(Quoted in his !Age of Sankara’ part I, B. page 142) 
(By T. S. Narayana Sastry.j 

The date of the birth of Sankaracharya according to 
the Sankara Vijaya and the accounts kept by the Dwaraka and 
Phri Mathas is 2593rd year of Kaliyuga or 451 before Vikrama 

Era of 58 B. C., or 509 B. C., as given below 5— 

|jSc}5cr't$g;5e> I 

c5a-»S>oS ’S BSSifcgy* I 

■jr° P3tfS£s&oK'e>'/^a,«y»g I 

SsS&a&s tJ'rf II 

‘ffi^ qqicqq^qfd qnn qq i 

?r^.fsx^ fqfqqq i 

gqqm ftrcgs u 

Thishye prayatya nalasevadhi bana netre 

YSnandane dinamana udagadhvabhaji 
radhe z. dite rudu vinirgata mangalagne pya 
hutavan Sivaguruh sacha Sankareti’5. 

Meaning:- Anala»3, Sevadhi*»9, Bana = 5, Netra=r2 

which comes to 2593rd ye&r of Kaliyuga or 5Q9 B. C.( etc. 
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“On Sunday, Vaisskha Sukla Panchami in the conste. 
llation of Punarvasu, and in the lagna of Dhanus in the (Cycle) 
Year Nandana a son was born to Sivaguru and he was named 
“Sankara” by his father in 2593 Kali. This year corresponds to 
509 B. C., (Vide “Epochs of the History of Bharata Varsha”1 
By Jagadguru Sri Kalyanananda Bharati Mantacharya Swamiji 
Maharaj. P. 130, Ed. 1931). 

:<Gopaditya, (the Kashmir King) built the temple of San¬ 
kara called Sankaracharya or Thakti Sulaiman (Kashmir) 
in 367--366 B.C.” 

(Vide ‘A Short History of Kashmir” 
(By P. Gwashalal, B. A,) 

Piligrimages in Kashmir. 
Sankaracharya—“This shrine is situated in the city of 

Srinagar. Sankaracharya is an ancient temple crowning the 
Takti-Sulaiman hill and standing 1000 ft. above the valley. 
The temple and the hill on which it stands take their name 

from Sankaracharya —the great South Indian Teacher of 
Monism, who came to Kashmir from Travancore. This temple 
was built by king Gopaditya who reigned in Kashmir from 
368 to 308 B. C. It was repaired later by the liberal-minded 
Muslim King Zain-ul-Abdin.” 

(Vide ‘The Hindu” dated 17-7-1949. Page 15, Column 2.) 

The learned Pundit' T. S. Narayana Sastry, B. A., B. L., 
High Court Vakil in his “Age of Sankara” Part I,A. Page 29 ff. 
writes :— 

“ There have been many Sankaracharyas all over the 

Advaitic Maths in India and many of them have been famous 
writers of works on the Advaita Philosophy and Religion. In 
the Kamakoti-Pitha alone, one of the five Maths established by 
Adi Sankaracharya and originally located at Kanchi (Conjee- 
varam), but subsequently removed to Kumbhakonam, there 
have been up to this time 68 Acharyas, who all bore the title 
of Sri Sankaracharya and among whom there have been no 
less than eight Ashir/a? who also actually bore the name of 
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Sankara. Of these latter again, the 38th Acharya was, in 
addition considered, like the first Sankaracharya, an incarna. 
tion of Siva, possessed of a genius and personality in no way 
inferior to those of his illustrious predecessors, so much so 
that he has been by later writers identified with the first 
Sankaracharya himself, the greatest of the Expounders of the 
Advaita Philosophy and Religion. This identity in name, in 

title, in. function, in status and in views has given room to no 
small confusion between the Adi Sankaracharya and his succe¬ 
ssors. There are innumerable works, and it is really impossible 
at this distant period of time to determine with certainty which 
of them were the handworks of Adi Sankaracharya, and which 
were written by his successors. But it is really fortunate that 

■all scholars should uniformly agree in ascribing the Bhlshyas 
on the Prasthana-Traya to the first Sankaracharya or to 
Sankara as we shall call him hereafter. It is also a matter of 
great satisfaction to us to find that we have sufficient materials 
for‘determining the main incidents of his remarkable life.” 

Sankara Vijayao 

On the life of Sankara, we have no less than ten 
Sankara-Vijayas or Biographies of Sankaracharya, purporting 

to have been written by the followers of his school of Philoso. 
phy; and these may be mentioned in the following order 
according to their probable date of composition :— 

(1) The Sankara-Vijaya of Sri Chitsukhacharya one 
of the direct disciples and co-students of Sankara, known under 
the name of Brihat Sankara-Vijaya; 

(2) The Sankara-Vijaya of Anandagiri, the well- 
known commentator of the Bhashyas and Vartikas of Sankara- 
and Suresvara, known under the name of Prachina Sankara- 
Vijaya ; 

(3) The Sankafa Vijaya of Vidyasankara or Sanka- 
rananda, the author of Atma Purina and of the Dipikas on the 
Upanishads, Bhagavadgita and Brahmasutras, known under the 

name Vyasachaliya > 
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(4) The Sankara-Vijaya of Govindanatha, one of 
the Pandits of Kerala, known under the name of Ach&rya 
Charita or Keraliya Sankara-Vijaya 5 

(5) The Sankara-Vijaya of RajaChudamani Dikshita, 
the author of many Sanskrit poems and dramas, known under 

the name of Sankarabhyudaya > 

(6) The Sankara Vijaya of Xnantanandagiri known 

under the name of Guru Vijaya or Acharya-Vijaya; 

(7) The Sankara-Vijaya of Vallisahayakavi, one of 

the adherents of the Sringagiri Matha, known under the name 
of Acharya Digvijaya J 

(8) The Sankara-Vijaya of Sadananda, also an adhe¬ 
rent of the Sringagiri Matha, known under the name of Sankara 
Digvijaya Sara; 

(9) The Sankara-Vijaya of'Chidvil&sa, also an adhe¬ 
rent of the Sringagiri Matha, known under the name of Sankara 
Vijaya Vilisai 

(10) The Sankara Vijaya of Madhava, also an adhe¬ 
rent of the Sringagiri Matha, known under the name of 
Samkshepa Sankara. 

Besides these various Sankara Vijayas, we have a 
number of Punyasloka-Manjarls and Guru-Paramparas preser¬ 
ved by the various Advaitic Maths in which we have a brief 
account of the chief incidents of Sankara’s life recorded by his 
own immediate disciples. We have also a brief reference to 
Sankara’s wonderful life recorded in an indirect manner in 
Gaudapadollasa, Harimisriya, Patanjalivijaya, Brihad Rajata- 
rangini, Hayagrivavadha, Maniprabha, Gururatnamalika, 
Sushuma, Vimarsa and other works. Of these works, the last 
three are of invaluable interest to the historian of Sankara 
and the Tamrapatranusasana issued by king Sudhanvan of 
Dwaraka, one of the royal disciples of Sankara and published 
in Vimarsa by His Holiness, the present Sankaracharya of the 
Dwsraka Mutha pontains a brief and authentic account of the 
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life of Sankara. There are also hostile references to the life 
of Sankara in works of the Jainas, Maddhvas and Vaishnavas, 
such as Jina-Vijaya, Maddhva-Vijaya, Mani-Manjari etc. 
Though in some of the later Sankara-Vijayas and in the works 
of those hostile religionists above mentioned, the lives of many 
of the Sankaracharyas — especially the life of Adi Sankara 

of Kalati and that of Abhinava Sankara of Chidambaram—are 
blended together by ascribing the incidents in the life of these 
to one and the same person, it is still quite possible to separate 
and distinguish the main incidents of the life of Adi Sankara, 
the admitted author of the Bhashyas on the Prasthana-Traya 
from those of his successors. 

The following oft-quoted stanza about Adi Sankara: 

i 

^r“£,ga II 

“Ashtavarshe chaturvedi dwadase sarvasastra vith 

shodase krutavan bhashyam dwathrimse munirabhyagath”. 

Clearly shows how extraordinarily intelligent and 
active Sankara was throughout his life. According to this, 
Sankara learnt all the Vedas by the eighth year of his age, and 
completed his study of the Sastras in the house and under the 
guidance of his teacher before he completed his twelfth year. 
Between 12 and 16 years he lived with his Guru and Parama- 
gufu and with their permission, he wrote Bhashyas on 14 
Upamshads. (Dasopanishads, Nrusimhatapani, Kaushaitaki, 
Svetaswatara and Maitreyi, 10 + 4), Brahma Sutras, Bhaga- 
vadgita, Sanatsujatiya. Vishnusahasranama Stotra, Mandukya 

Karikas (By Goudapadacharya) etc. He wrote many more 
Stottas. In his 32nd year Sri Sankara attained ‘Nirvana’, 

(9) 
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V. ^tirya Vam£i Dynasty. 
( Kali 1389 to Kali 3001-1712 B. C to 100 B. C.) 

The reigns of the first 18 kings of the Surya vamsi dynasty 
are found to extend over sixty or eighty years each and if this is 

difficult to conceive as possible or probable for the shortlived 
moderns we may presume that there were actually more than 
18 kings of the dynasty but only the important kings 
have been mentioned by name and the others were perhaps 
unidentified by the author of the Nepala Raja Vamsavali. But 
the crucial dates need not and cannot be questioned. Bhumi- 
varma was crowned in Kali 1389. Vrisha-deva varma’s reign 

ended in Kali 2615 or 487 B. C., Sri Sankara visited Nepal in 
Kali 2614 or 488 B. C. 

Name of the king Years. 
Reigned 

1. Bhumi Varman 67 

2. Chandra Varman 61 

3. Jaya Varman 82 
4. Varsha Varman • 61 

5. Sarva Varman 78 
6. Prithivi Varman 76 
7. Jyeshta Varman 75 
8. Hari Varman 76 
9. KubSra Varma 88 

10. Siddhi Varman 61 
11. Haridatta Varman (built temples for the four 

n§.rayan§s 
Chainju, lchangu, and Sikhara and temple 
Jalasayana at Buddha Nila Kantha) 

of 
81 

12. Vasudatta Varman 63 
13. PatiVarman 53 
14. Sivavriddhi Varma 54 
15. Vasantha Varman 61 
16. Siva Varman 62 
17. Rudra Varman 66 
18. Vrishadgva Varman (built viharas) and erected 

images of Lokeswara and other Buddha divinities) 61 
{Its brother was Balarchana who was also a 



Sttrya Vamsi Dynasty 7 

bauddha- “Sankaricharya” came from the 

south and destroyed the Buddha faith Kali 2614 

or 488 - 487 B. C.) 

The version of the text is correct 

19. Sankara deva. This king was named as Sankara, 

deva in memory of Adi Sankaracharya (erected 

trident at Pasupati) 2g 

20. Dharma deva. son of 19 24 

21. Manadeva (built the Chakra vihara near Mahi- 

rajya and according to some the Khasa Chaitya) 20 

22. Mahideva. son of 21 20 

23. Vasantha deva. son of 22 

Here is another interpolation that he was 

crowned in Kali 2800 or 301 B. C., which cannot 
be true 15 

24. Udayadeva Varman (became a Bhikshu) 5 

25. Manadeva Varman 30 

26. Gunakama deva Varman 10 

27. Sivadeva varman (made Dgvapattana a large 

town and transferred the seat of Government 

thither. He restored the Sakta rites and became a 

Bhikshu. His son Punyadeva varman followed 

his example. 61 

28. Narendra d£va Varman (Eldest son of 27) 42 

i.9. Bhxmadeva Varman 36 

30. Vishnu deva Varman 47 

31. Viswa deva Varman (gave his daughter to 

Amsuvarman of the Thakuri race. In his 

time Vikramaditya came to Nepal and establi- 51 

shed his era there) 

1612 

The 31 kings of the fifth Surya vamsi dynasty reigned 

from Kali 1389 ( 1712 B C.) to Kali 3001 ( 100 B. CO- 

1612 years. Of that period the time from the first king 

Bhnmivarma's coronation to the coronation of the 27th 

king Sivadeva Varma according to the chronology o 

the Nepal Raja Vamsavali works out to Kali 2764. Three 
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inscriptions of Sivadeva Varma have been discovered 

(Ind. Ant. yol. IXp. 163 ff). Of these (Nos. 12, 13, 14,) in 

the 12th inscription the coronation of Sivadeva Varma is 

dated 119th year of the Sri Harsha era. Alberuni has 

recorded that the Sri Harsha era commenced in 457 B. C. 

(Vide Alberuni India Vol. II, Chap, 49, pp 5 to 7, by E. C. 

Sachau). 

Mis - representation of Dr. Buhler. 
Dr. Buhler has ignored the Sri Harsha era of 457 B. C., 

recorded by Alberuni on the ground that Alberuni has not 

given details of it or of the inauguration of the era, and hence 

he has identified it with the era of Sri Harsha Siladitya 

of 606 A. D. 

Alberuni has stated clearly that Sri Harsha era 1488 

is equivalent to 1031 A. D., and hence the inauguration of the 

Sri Harsha era dates from 1488-1031 = 457 B. C. In this 

matter to reduce the chronology of the Nepala Raja Vams&vali, 

Dr. Buhler has propagated an untruh that Alberuni has not 

mentioned the Sri Harsha era definitely. Moreover he has 

claimed that Sri Harsha Siladitya’s era began in 606 A. D. 

an year in which no era was founded at all, and he has 

recorded the Sri Harsha Samvat 119 of the inscription of 

Sivadgva - varma as equivalent to 119 + 606 = 725 of the 

Christian era and dated the coronation of Sivadeva Varma 

in 725 A. D., and reduced the antiquity of the royal dynasties 

of Nepal according to the Nepala Raja Vsmiavali by 700 years. 

This is highly improper. 

The correct dates are 

Kali. B. C. 

Coronation of the first king of the dynasty 

Bhumivarma. 1389 1712 

Coronation of the 27th king Si vadeva Varma 2764 338 

Coronation of Amsuvarma of the Thakuri 

dynasty. 3000 101-100 

If we reckon the total period of the 18 kings of this 

Sit rya vamsi dynasty from the first king Bhrumi varma’s coro- 
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nation, we reach Kali 2615. Towards the end of the reign of 

this eighteenth king of the dynasty, according to the Ndp&la 

Raja Vamsavali, Sri (Adi) Sankaracharya visited Nepal and 

this is exactly verified. For the period of 149 years from the 

19th king to the 27th king we find in the Vams&vali’s chrono¬ 

logy a gap of 360 years. So the proper course to'adopt for 

a dispassionate historian is to adjust the figures for the reigns 

of the eight intervening kings so that the total works out to 149 

years, (instead of 360 years)s the interval between the visit of 

Sri Sankara towards the end of the reign of the L8th king in 

Kali 2615 and the coronation of Sivadeva Varma in Kali 2764 

(or 338 B. C.) aecording to the inscriptions as well as the 

Vamsavali. 

The period of 360 years have been reduced to 149 and 

adjusted thus. 

Years Now 

adopted in 

Reigning period Years this reconstru- 
Name of the king, in the Vamsavali. Reduced. ction. 

19. Sankara deva 65 40 25 years 

20, Dharmadeva 59 35 24 ,. 

21. Mana deva 49 29 20 „ 

22. Mahideva 51 31 20 *, 

23. Vasantadeva 36 21 15 „ 

24. Udayadeva Varman 35 30 5 „ 
25. ManadevaVarman 35 5 30 „ 

26, Gunakamadeva- 

Varman. 30 20 10 „ 

360 211 149 

From the date of the coronation of Sivadeva Varma the 

27th king in Kali 2764 (338 B. C.) to the reign of Amsuvarma 

the first king of the Thakur dynasty the periods stated in the 

Vamsavali agree perfectly. Amsuvarma’s reign extended from 

Kali 3000 (i. e. 10 l B. C.) to Kali 3068 (33 B. C.). Vikramaditya’s 

feign commenced in Kali 3020 (82 B. C.). The Vamsavali 
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states that Vikramaditya visited Nepal and established or 

inaugurated his era there in Kali 3044 or 57 B.C. This is also per¬ 

fectly verified. (Refer pp 64, 65, of Sri Kota Venkat&chalam’s 

Kali Saka Vijnanam Vol. I. & Indian Eras in English. By the 
same author). 

IV. Thakuri Dynasty. 
Kali 3001-3900 5 100 B. C. 798-799 A. D. 

Name of the king. Years 

Reigned 
1. Amsu varman, son-in-law of the last Suryavamsi 

king, crowned in Kali 3001 or 100 B. C., transferred 

the seat of Government to MadyalakhuJ Vibhu- 

varman built an aqueduct with seven spouts and 

placed on it an inscription (No. 8) (Ind. Ant. Vol. 

IX, P- 171) Vikramaditya visited Nepal in 3044 

Kali or 57 B. C,, and started his era there; 68 

2. Krita Varman (son of 1) 87 

3. Bhimarjuna Varman son of 2 93 

4. Nandadeva son of 3 25 

5. Vira deva son of,4 was crowned in Kali 3400 or 

299 A. D., founded Lalitapattana naming it after a 

grass-seller Lalitha, built a tank and water cour¬ 

ses, as well as temples. Lingas etc., which were 

called Manitalas, and so forth, after the king’s 

Ishtadevata, Maniyogini. 95 

6. Chandraketu deva son of 5 sorely oppressed by 

his enemies and plunderd. 

7. Narendradeva son of 6 built Thirtha Vihara near 

LSmri-devi and gave it to Bandhudatta Acharya, 

his spiritual guide. The first two of his three sons, 

Padma deva, Ratnadeva, and Vara deva became 

ascetics, while the third succeeded his father, who, 

before his death retired into Alag or Ak-bahal 

Vihara. 

8. Vara deva son of 7 removed the seat of Govern¬ 

ment to Lalitha-patfana, Sankaracha,rya came to 

368 
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71 

368 

Nepal. In Kali 3623 Avalokiteswara came to 

Nepal. 

(years not mentioned for 6th, 7th, 8th kings ) 

9. Samkara deva 12 

10. Vardhamana deva son of 9, built the town of 

Samkhu and dedicate it to Ugratara Deri 13 

11. Balideva son of 10 13 

12. Jayadeva son of 11 15 

13. Balarjuna deva 17 

14. Vikrama deva 12 

15. Gunakama deva, built K&ntipura the modern 

Katmandu at the junction of the rivers Vagmati 

and Vishnumati in Kali 3824 or 723 A. D., and the 

Village of Thambhal, where Vikrama’s old Vihara 

stood, as well as many temples. 51 

16. Bhoja deva son of 15 8 

17 Lakshmi kamadeva son of 16 22 

18. Jayakama deva son of 17, as he died childless 

he was succeeded by a member of the Navakot 

Thakuri dynasty. 20 

551 

Thus the Thakuri dynasty was founded by Amsu- 

varman in Kali 3000 or 101 B. C., Viradeva the 5th king of 

the dynasty was crowned in Kali 3400 or 299 A. D. The 

four kings of the dynasty that reigned before him ruled for 

(3400 — 3000) = 400 years. 

1. Amsuvarman 68 

2. Krita varman 87 

3. Bhimarjuna 93 

4. Nandadeva 25 

273 
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The total of the periods of the four kings amounts 

only to 273 years. So we have to presume that besides the 

four kings mentioned, other kings also must have reigned 

during the period and having fixed the year of coronation of 

the 5th king Viradeva indubitably in Kali 3400, the author 

of the Vamsavali must have omitted to mention the names 

of kings not available to him and their reigns. The Subse¬ 

quent kings 6th and 7th and 8th have been named but the 

duration of their reigns has not been specified. In the time 

of the 15th king Gunnak&madeva, Kantipura or modern 

Khatmandu was constrcted, it is stated, in Kali 3829 or 

728 A. D, This is an event of historical importance and the 

date of this specifically and unambiguously mentioned cannot 

be set aside. If there are gaps or discrepancies in the number 

of kings or in the duration of the reigns of kings, with 

reference to the itntervals between such historically important 

and specifically dated events, s'uch numbers of kings or the 

durations of their reigns should be adjusted to tally with 

the important dates but the important dates themselves 

caDnot be questioned or tampered with. In kali 3000 the 

Thakhri dynasty was established on the throne of Nepal- 

Its importance lies in the change of the capital to Madhaya. 

lakhu. It is also the year in which Vibhuvarma (perhaps a 

brother of the king or prominent member of the Royal family) 

constructed an aqeduct with seven spouts in the year. It is an 

year of-undoubted historical importance. The second impor¬ 

tant year is Kali 3824 (723 A. D.) In that year the 15th king 

of the Thakuri dynasty Guna Kamadeva by name founded 

Kantipura or modern Khatmandu and transferred the capital 

from Madhyalakhu to Khatmandu. These are two important 

dates naturally proudly remembered and correctly noted by 

the kings, and their descendents and carefully preserved in 

the records of the royal archives. These cannot be meddled 

with. Gunakama deva ruled till 748 A. D., (Kali 3849) the 

interval is 3849-3000 — 849 years and together with the period 

of the reigns of the 16th, 17th, 18th kings (50 years) amounts to 

899 y ears on the whole. There is nothing absurd or impro¬ 

bable in the fact of 18 kings of the dynasty having reigned on 

the whole for 899 years, nothing to cause doubt or suspicion* 
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On the average it works out to 50 years for a king. But if it is 

to be considered too much, it might be supposed that there 

were more kings of the dynasty but they were left out from the 

Vamsavali because they were not prominent and their names 

were not avilable to the later chroniclers or the lengths of 

their reigns were not known. Of the 18 kings of the Thakuri 

dynasty, the reigns of three kings, the 6th, 7th, 8th, have no11 

been specified. The first four kings are stated to account 

between themselves for 273 years. Other kings are not men- 

tioned but some important events of their reigns in the interval 

between Kali 3000 to 3400 are mentioned and the reign of the 

5th king is stated to commence in Kali 3400. So there is a 

gap of 127 years there and we have to presume two more kings 

to have ruled before Kali 3400. So including them -the kings 

of the Thakuri dynasty number 18+2=20. According to 

the Raja tharangini, the 100th king of Kashmir ‘was Jayapida’ 

and he attacked his contemporary king of Nepal, who was 

named ‘Naramudi5. He is nowhere mentioned in the Nepala 

Raja Vamsavali, perhaps the name has been deleted by inte¬ 

rested meddlers with the text. So if we insert ‘Naramudi’ after 

the 8th king Varadeva, the total number of the kings will 

rise to 21 for a total period of their reigns of 899 years and 

then the average works out only to 43 years for king. The 

chtonology of the kings of the Thakuri dynasty is given 

below, after the suggested adjustment. The founder of the 

Thakuri dynasty, the sixth of the royal dynasties of NSpal, 
was ‘Amsuvarman’. He reigned from 101 B. C. to 33 B. C. i. e. 

for 68 years. During his reign Nepal was the last kingdom 

to submit to the Emperor Vikramaditya. It was either conque¬ 

red at the end of the triumphal programme of conquest of 

the Emperor, -or, Amsuvarman, without attempting to offer 

any resistance to the conqueror, himself invited the great king 

to his capital and submitted to his overlordship, and became 

a tributary king of his Empire With that the conquests of 

VikramSditya were completed and in token thereof during 

the stay of the Emperor in Nepal, in Kali 3044 or 57 B. C. a 

new era named after him ‘Vikrama samvat’ was inaugurated 

according to the Nepalarija Vamsavali, 

(10) 
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1. Amsuvarman was crowned in 101 B. C. and 
ruled till 33 B. C. 

2. Krita varman ruled for 87 years till 54 A.D. 

3. Bhimarjuna ruled for 93 years till 147 „ 

4. Nandadeva ruled for 25 years till 172 „ 

5. 6. The Names of the next two kings and the 
duration of their reigns have been omitted by 
the author of the Vamsavali as the figures 
were not awailable to him or they have been 
deleted by interested meddlers from the text 
with a view to detract from the authenticity and 
hence the historical value of the ancient 
record. 
They must have ruled between them for 127 
years till 299 „ 

7. Vlradeva was crowned in Kali 3400 or 

299 A. D. and he ruled for 95 years till 394 „ 

8. Chandraketu deva ruled from 394 for 66 
years till 460 ,, 

9. Narendra deva ruled for 56 years till 516 „ 

10. Varadeva ruled for 54 years till 570 „ 

The lOOthkingof the Kashmir kings ‘Jayaplda’ 
invaded Nepal at the head of a vast army. He 
reigned in Kashmir from 569 A. D. - 620 A.D. 
Then one ‘Naramudi’ was the king ruling in 
Nepal. But he has not been mentioned by the 
author of Nepaia Raja Vamsavali who men¬ 
tions only the 6th, 7th, and 8th kings_,of the 
Thiiknri dynasty but not the duration of their 
reigns. In the reign of the eighth king, 'Vara 
deva’ S&nkaracharya (the Head of the Peetham 
established by Adi Sankaricharya) visited 
Nepal in Kali 3623 or A. D. 522 according to 

the chronicle. So we have to place their 
reigns (of the 6th, 7th, 8th) kings in the inter¬ 

val between 3400-3623 Kali. The result will 



Thakuri Dynasty 75 

be the same and the adjustment effected if we 
reduce the length of the reigns of kings or in¬ 
crease the number of kings. So the remaining 
time has been allotted to the kings mentioned 
and the total interval is accounted for. After 
‘Varadeva’ the ‘Naramudi’ mentioned in Raja- 
tarangini as the contemporary of ‘Jayapida’ 
is to be placed. 

11. ‘Naramudi’ ruled from 570 A. D., for 45 years 
till 615 A.D. 

This ‘Naramudi’ defeated and took ‘ Java- 
pida’ prisoner in the battle but the latter esca¬ 
ped from prison and subsequently defeated 

him again and killed him. 

12. Sankara deva ruled for 12 years till 627 A. D. 
13. Vardha mana deva ruled for .13 years till 640 
14. Balideva * 13 >1 yy 553 yy 

15. Jaya deva y 15 n yy 668 
>1 

16. Balarjuna / 17 
3> 

685 yy 

17. Vikrama deva i 12 fy 39 697 yy 

18. Gunakaipa deva n i 
51 ’j yy 748 yy 

19. Bhoja deva u f 8 ft yy 756 yy 

20. Lakshmi katna de^a » y 22 )> yy 778 
yy 

21. Jayakama deva yy y 20 798 y» 

On the whole for 899 years from Kali 3001-3900 or 

101 B. C.— 798 A. D. 

Thus adjusted, without serious divergence from the 

facts of history, the chronology is rendered complete and 

regular and intelligible. Instead of making these slight altera¬ 

tions and adjustments, to tamper with the Vamsavali and render 
it altogether unreliable for historical purposes and then to 
question its authenticity, to reconstruct the entire history and 
chronology on the fictitious basis of their conjectures and 
preconceived hypotheses, to tally with other such preconceived 
theories of their own is not worthy of any respectable historian. 
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Chronology of Nepal Kings Reconstructed 
I. Gopala Dynasty. 

( Kshatriyas, eight kings ruled 522 years ). 
Before Kali 1058 - 536. 

From B. C. 4159 - 3637 B. C. 

No. Name of the king. Years 

reigned. 

Before 

Kali era. 
B. C. 

1. Bhuktamanagata Gupta 88 1058 - 970 4159-4071 
2. Jaya Gupta 72 970 - 898 4071-3999 
3. Parama Gupta 80 898 - 818 3999-3919 
4. Harsha Gupta 93 818 - 725 3919-3826 
5. Bhfma Gupta 38 725 - 687 3826-3788 
6. Mani Gupta 37 687 - 650 3788-3751 
7. Vishnu Gupta 42 650 - 608 3751-3709 
8. Yaksha Gupta died child 

less and brought in the 
72 608 - 536 3709-3637 

Ahlr dynasty from-India. 

II, Ahir Dynasty- 
(Kshatriyas, 3 kings ruled 200 years 

Before Kali 536-336; 3637-3437 B. C.) 

19. Varasimha "1 
10. Jayamatasimha j 
11. Bhuvana simha J- 536-336 3637-3437 

(Reigned for 200 years. Individual ( 
reigns not given). J 

III. Kirata Dynasty- (Kshatriyas) 
(29 kings ruled for 1118 years.) 

( Before Kali 336-782 after Kali; from B.C. 3437-2319 B.C.) 
No. Name of the king Years Before kali 3. C. 

reigned. 

12. Yalambara 
13. Pavi 
14. Skandara 
15. Valamba 
16. Hriti 
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17. Humati went to the forest 
with the Pandavas 

18. Jited§,sti assisted the 
Pandavas in the Great 
war and was killed. 

These seven kings reigned 

for 300 years. 

1 Kali 
336-36 1 

19. Gali (Crowned in Before Kali 36 > 

3138—3137 B. C.). 

20. Pushka 
• 

21. Suyarma 

22. Parbha 
23. Thunka 
24. Svananda 
25. Stunco 
26. Gighri 
27. Nane 
28. ^.uk 
29. Thor 
30. Thoko 
31. Varma 
12. Gtija 
13. Pushkara 
14. Kesu 
15. Sunsa 
16. Sammu 
17. Gunana 
18. Kimbu 
19. Patuka 
40. Gasti 

B. C. 
3437-3137. 

These twenty-two kings from 19 

to 40 reigned for 782 years in Kali 

and 36 years before Kali, total 818 

years. 

Before Kali 36 to 

782 Kali 1 

or 

3137 B,C. - 2319 B.C. 
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Somavam^i Dynasty, 

(12 kings reigned 607 Yrs,) 
From Kali 782 - 1389 

From B. C. 2319 _ 1712 B. C. 

Kali. B. C, 
41. Nimisha 

42. Manaksha 

43. Kakavarman 

44 to 48 Names not given 

49. Pasupreksha deva. He brought settlers 
from Hindustan in Kaliyuga 1234 or 
1867 B. C. 782-1246 2139-1855 

(These nine kings reigned for 464 
years. (4l to 49). 

50 and 51, Kings names not known. 

52, Bhaskaravarman 
(These three kings ruled for 143 years) 

Bhaskaravarman conquered the whole Kali 1246 1339 

of India. Being childless he adopted the or 

first ruler of the Scu'yavamsi dynasty B. C. 1855 1712 

Bhumivarman who was crowned king in 

1389 Kali, or m2 B. C. 

V. Suryavam^i Dynasty. 

( 31 kings reigned for a period of 1612 years). 

Kali. 1389 to 3001 

B. C. 1712 to 100. 

Years Kali B. c. 

53. Bhumivarman 67 1389 1456 1712 1645 

54. Chandravarman 61 1456 1517 1645 1584 

55. Jayavarman 82 1517 1599 1584 1502 

56. Varshavarman 61 1599 1660 1502 1441 

67. Sarvavarman 78 1660 1738 1441 1363 
58. Prithvivarman 76 1738 1814 1363 1287 

59. Jyesthavarman 75 1814 1889 1287 1212 



VI. Thakuri Dynasty 

Years Kali 

79 

B. C. 

60. Harx Varman 76 1880 1965 1212 1133 

61. Kubera Varman 88 1965 2053 1136 1048 

62 Siddhi Varman 61 2053 2114 1048 987 

63. Haridatta Varman 81 2114 2195 987 906 

64. Vasudatta Varman 63 2195 225S 906 843 

65, Pati Varman 53 2258 2311 843 790 

66. Sivavriddhi Varman 54 2311 2365 790 736 

67. Vasanta Varman 61 2365 2426 736 675 

68. Siva Varman 62 2426 2433 675 613 

69. Rudra Varman 66 2488 2554 613 547 

70. Vrishadeva Varmin 61 2554 2615 547 486 

Xdi Sankaracharya came from 
the South and destroyed the 
Buddha faith. Kali 2614 or 487, 

B. C. ( named his son after 
Sankara). 

71. Sankaradeva 25 2615 2640 486 461 

72. Dharmadeva 24 2640 2664 461 437 

73. Manadeva 20 2664 2684 437 417 

74. Mahidgva 20 2684 2704 417 397 

75. Vasantadeva 15 2704 2719 397 382 

76. Udayadeva Varman 5 2719 27 24 382 377 

77. Manadbva Varman 30 2724 2254 377 347 

78. Gunakamadeva Varman 10 2754 2764 347 337 

79. Sivadeva Varman 61 2764 2825 337 276 

(crowned in 2764 Kali or 
338-337 B. C.) 

80. Narendra deva Varman 42 2825 2867 276 234 

81. Bhimadeva Varman 36 2837 2903 254 198 

82. Vi§hnudeva Varman 47 2903 2950 198 151 

83, Viswadeva Varman 51 2950 3001 151 101-100 

He had no sons and gave his 

daughter to Amsuvarman of 

the Thlkftri dynasty? in his time 

Vikramaditya came to Nepal and 

established his era there. 
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VI. Thakuri Dynasty. (21 Kings reigned for 899 years.) 
From KaJi 3000- 3899. 
B. C. 101 - 100 - 798 A. D. 

Kali B. C. 

84. Amsuvarman 68 3001 3069 101 33 
Vikramaditya of Ujjain visited 
Nepal in 3044 Kali or 57 B: C. 

and inaugurated his era there. 
85. Kritavarman 87 3069 3156 

A .D. 
33 54 

86. Bhimarjuna 93 315G 3249 54 147 

87. Nandadeva 25 3249 3274 147 172 

88. Names of these two kings 
89. not given in the 60 3274 3334 172 232 

Vamsavali 66 3334 3400 232 298-99 

90. Viradeva (He was crowned 
king in Kali 3400 or 299 

A. D. ) 95 3400 3495 299 894 

91, Chandraketu deva 66 3495 3561 394 460 

92. Narendradeva 56 3561 3617 460 516 

93. Varadeva (In 3623 Kali or 
522 A.D. Sankaracharya and 
Avalokitheswara came to 

Nepal) 54 3617 3671 516 570 

94, Naramudi 45 3671 3716 570 615 

95. Sankaradeva 12 3716 3728 615 627 

96. Vardhamanadeva 13 3728 3741 627 640 

97. Balideva 13 3741 8764 640 653 

98. Jayadeva 15 3754 3769 653 668 

99, Balarjuna deva 17 3769 3786 668 688 

100. Vikramadeva 12 3756 3783 685 697 

101. Gunakama deva 61 3798 3849 697 748 
102. Bhdjadeva 8 8849 3857 748 756 
103. Lakshmi kamadgva 

• 
22 8858 3779 756 778 

104. Jayakama deva 20 3879 3899 778 798 

The 104 kings reigned from B. K. 1058 to Kali 3899 or 
4159 B. C. to 798 A. D. i. e. a period of 4957 years. Thus Nepal 
has its history from before Kali 1058 or 4159 B. C. 

(i. e. B. K. 1058-1-A. K. 5054^6112 years’History till now) 
(or 4159 B. C,-j-i958 A. D,=f>H2 years’ History till now) 



VII. Navakot Thakuri Dynasty 

1. Bhas-karadeva 

2. Baladeva son of 1, 

3. Padmadeva son of 2, 

4. Nagarjunadeva son of 3 

5. Sankaradeva son of 4. (in his reign a widowed Brah- 

mani ‘Kaphi’ in Ganda, who lived in the village of 

Jhal in Nepal, caused a M. S. Prajna Paramita (Book) 
to be written with golden letters in Samvat 245. After 
his death, Vamadeva a collateral descendant of Amsu- 
varman's family, assisted by chiefs in Lalitapattana 
and Kantipura, expelled the Navakot Thakuris and 

drove them back to their original seat. With him 

begins The second Thakuri Dynasty of Amsuvar* 

man. 

VIII. The second Thakuri Dynasty of 

Amguvarman. (720 A. D. to 945 A.D.) 

1. Vamadeva. 

2. Harshadeva son of 1. 

3. Sadasivadeva son of 2 built Kirtipura on a hill south¬ 
west of Katmandu and a golden roof for Pasupati’s 

temple in Kaliyuga 3851 or 750 A. D. 

He introduced coins of copper alloyed with iron3 marked 

With the figure of a lion, 

4. Manadeva son of 3 became an ascetic in the Chakra- 

vih&ra. 

5. NarasimhadSva son of 4 22 

6. Nandadeva son of 5. 21 

7. RudradSva son of 6 (became a Buddhist monk) 19 

8. MitradSva son of 7. 21 

9„ Arideva son of 8, 22 

(11) 
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As a son was born to him while he was engaged in 
wr2Stling, he gave to the child the biruda of Malla or 
the wrestler. 

10. Abhayamalla son of 9. 

11. Jayadevamalla son of 10 established, with the help of 
Sakhwal the Nevari era beginning 880 A. D. 10 

He ruled over Kantipura and Lalitapattana, while 
his younger brother, 

12. Xnandamalla, founded Bhaktapura or Bhatagam and 
the seven towns, Venipura, Panati, Nala, Dhomakhel, 
Khadpu or Shadpu, Chankat, and Sanga, and resided 
in Bhatgam. 25 

During the reign of these two brothers came Irom 
the South the founder of the IXth Karnataka Dynasty. 

XX. Karnataka Dynasty. (890 A. D. to 1110 A.D.) 

1. Nanyadgva conquered the whole country on Sravana 
Sudi 7 of Nepalasamvat 9 or Sakasamvat 811 i. e. 890 
A, D., and drove the two Mallas to Tirhut. He ruled at 

BhatgSm during 5Q years. 50 

2. GangadSva son of I. 41 

3. Narasimhadeva son of 2. 31 

In his reign on Phalguna Sudi 6 of Nepalasamvat m 39 
or 999 A. D., king Malla-deva and Katyamalla of Lali- 
tapattana founded Chapagam or Champapuri. 

4. Saktidgva son of 3 39 

5. R&masimhadeva son of 4 58 

6. Harideva son of 5 transferred his capital to Katmandu. 
The army of Pattana (Lalitapattana) rose in rebellion 
and drove Harideva to Thambal. 

A magar (Low caste servant) was dismissed from 
king Harideva’s service, and in revenge drew king 
Mukundasgna into the country, which was conquered 

by him, His soldiers destroyed the sacred images and 
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took the Bhafrava from the temple of Matoyendra. 
vadha away to Palpa. In consequence of Pasupati’s 
anger, Mukundasena’s whole army died of cholera. 
Mukundasena alone escaped in the guise of an ascetic, 
and died on the Devighat. 

As Nepal had been completely devastated an inter¬ 
regnum of seven or Nght years followed. 

The bais Thakuris of Navakjt came back to occupy 
the country. In Lai itapattana every tol or ward had 
its own king, and ip Kantipura twelve kings ruled at 
once. 

Bhatgam too, was held by a Thakuri king. The Thakuris 
ruled the country during 225 years and built many Buddha 

temples and Viharas. Then king Harisimhadeva of the Solar 
dynasty was driven by the Mussalmans from Ayodhya-, and 
established himself at Simrongadha in the Terai. At the com. 
mand of his guardian deity, Tulja Bhavani, he entered Nepal 
and founded X. The Suryavamsi Dynasty of Bhatgam. 

X. The Siiryavamsi Dynasty of Bhatgam. 
( 3324 A. D. to 1410 A. D.) 

1. Harisimhadeva, conquered the valley in Sakasamvat 

1245 or Nepal Samvat 444 (i. e. 1324 A. D.) 

2. Matisimhadeva son of 1 15 

3. Saktisimhadeva son of 2 received a letter from the 
emperor of China with a seal bearing the inscription 
Saktisimharama in the Chinese year 535 and abdicated 
the throne. 33 

4. Syamasimhadeva son of 3. In his reign a fearful 15" 
earthquake happened on Bhadrapada Sudi 12 of Nepal 
Samvat 528 or 1408 A. D. His daughter was married 
to a descendent of the Mallas who held Tirhut before 
Nanyadeva, Thus after the king’s death arose, 
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XI. The Third Thakiiri Dynasty. 
(1410 A. D. to 1588 A. D.) Years 

Reigned 
1. Jayabhadramalla 15 

2. Nagamalla son of 1 15 

3. Jayajagatmalla son of 2 H 

4. Nagendramalla son of 3 10 

5. Ugramalla son of 4 15 

6. Asokaroalla son of 5 drove the Bais Thakuris out of 
Patana, and founded near Svayambhunadha the town 
of Kasslpura between the rivers Manmati and Vagmati 
and Rudramati. l9 

7. Jayastitimalla son of 6 made laws for castes and fami¬ 
lies, dedicated many images and built temples. An 
inscription of his, dated Nepala samvat 512 is found on 
a stone near Lalitapattana. He died on Kartika badi 
5 of Nepala samvat 549 or 1429 A. D. 43 

8. Yakshamalla son of 7 built the walls of Bhatgam where 

to the right of the principal gate an inscription is put 
up dated Sravana Sudi of Nepalasamvat 573 or 1453 
A. D. He and his successor built a temple of Datta- 

treya in the Tachapatol of Bhatgam. He died in 
Nepalasamvat 592 or 1472 A. D., and left 3 sons, the 
eldest and the youngest of whom founded two seperate 
dynasties at Bhatgam and Katmandu while the second 
Ranamalla held the town Banepa. 43 

XI. (a) Bhatgam Line- 
( 1472 AD. to 1720 A. D.) 

9. Jayarsyamalla eldest son of 8 15 

10. Suvarnamalla son of 9 15 

11. P ranamalla son af 10 15 

12. Viswamalla son of 11 15 

13. Trilokyamalla son of 1? 15 



XI. (b) Katmandu Line 85 

14. Jagajjyotirmalla or Jayajjotirmalla son of 13 15 

15. Narendramalla son of 14 21 

16. ]agatprakasamalla son of 15 21 

In his time Harasimha Bharo and Vasimha Bharo built 

a temple of Bhimasena, inscribing the date N. S. 775, 

or 1655 A. D., on a stone lion. On Margasfrsha Sudi 6 

of N- S. 782 or 1662 A. D., the king incised five Hymns 

in honour of Bhavani. 

17. Jitamitramalla son of 16 21 

18. Bhupatindramalla son of 17 34 

19. Ranjitamalla son of 18. In his time the Ghorka Raja 

Narabhupala Sha invaded Nepal and with him the 

dynasty became extinct. 

XI* (b) Katmandu Line* 
(1472 A. D. to 1768 A. D.) 

1. Ratnamalla youngest son of 8 11 

slew 12 Thakuri Rajas of Kantipura defeated in N. S. 

611 or 1491 A. D., the Thakuris of Navakot and latter 

the Rhotiy&s (Tibetans) with the help of Siva king of 

Pal pa. 

In his reign the Mussal-mans first attacked the coun¬ 

try. Somas&khara nanda a southern Brahmana became 

High Priest of Pasupati, a temple of Tulajadevi was 

dedicated in N. S. 621or 1501 A. D., and a new copper 

currency with a lion was introduced. 

2. Amaramalla son of 1 ruled over 28 towns and villages. 47 

In his reign a great temple on the model of that at 

Gaya was built at Lalita Pattana. 

3. Suryamalla son of 2 

4. Nar&ndramalla son of 3 

5. Mahindramalla son of 4 received from the emperor of 

Delhi permission to issue silver coins, became a friend 

of Trilokyamalla of Bh|tg|m,dedicated a temple toTul- 



86 Chronology of Nepal History Reconstructed 

jadevi in Katmndu on Magha Sudi 5 of N.S. 669. In his 

reign Purandara Rajavamsi built a temple of Nariyana, 

close to the palace in Lalitapattana, N. S. 686 or 1566 

A. D. 

6. Sadasivamalla, son of 5 was^compelled by his subjects 

to fly to Bhatgam where he was imprisoned. 

7. Sivasimhamalla, younger brother of 6, according to an 

inscription repaired the temple of Svayambhu in N. S. 

714, or 1594 A. D., while his queen Ganga restored the 

temple of Changu Narayana in N. S. 705 or 1585 A. D. 

He had two sons, the elder of whom ruled over Kanti- 

pura, while the younger obtained Lalitapattana already 

during the life-time of his father. 

8. Lakshminarasimhamalla elder son of 7. During his 

reign in N. S. 715 or 1595 A. D., the modern temple of 

Gorakhnath, called Katmandu, was built, after which 

the town of Kamtipura was called Katmandu.He became 

insane, was dethroned by his son and kept in confine¬ 

ment during 16 years. 

9. Pratapamalla son of 8 ruled from N.S. 759 or 1639 A.D. 

He was a poet. The inscriptions of his reign are four, 

the last is in N. S. 777, or 1657 A. D. He had four sons, 

Pairthivendra.Nripendra, Mahipatindra, Chakrapatindra. 

1, 2, died shortly. 3rd son of 9 

10. Mahipatindramalla died N. S. 814 or 1694 A. D. 

11. Bhaskaramaila son of 10 ruled until N. S. 822 (or 1702 

A. D.) died ehildless when aged 22 years. 

12. Jagajjayamalla a distant relative was placed on the 

throne by the wives of 11. He had five sons. He died 

in N. S. 852 or 1732 A. D. 

13. Jayaprakasa 2nd son of 12. He was deposed in N. S. 

888 or 1768 A. D., by the Ghqrka king Prithvinarayana. 



c) Lalitapattana Line 87 

XI. (c) Lai itapattana Line. 
(1594 A. D. to 1768 A. D.) 

1. Hariharasimha, younger son of Sivasimha of Kanti- 
pura or (Katmandu). 

2. Siddhinrisimha son of 1 became an asecetic in N. S. 
777 or 1657 A. D. 

3. Srinivasa mall a son of 2 reigned from N- S. 777 or 
1657 A. D., had a war with Pratapamalla of Katmandu 

N. S. 778 or 1653- 1662. His latest inscription dated 
N. S.821 or 1701 A. D. 

4. Y6ganarendramalla lost his son and became an ascetic, 
(son of 3). 

5. Mahipatindra or Mahindramalla of Katmandu became 

king died N. S. 842 or 1722 A. D. 

6. Jayayogaprakasa found an inscription bearing 1723 
A. D. 

7. Vishnumalla son of Yoganarendfa’s fourth daughter 
died without issue shortly after 1737 A. D. 

8. Rajyaprakasa 3rd son of 12 of Kantipura appointed as 
king by 7 made blind by the Pradhanas and expelled 

after one year. 

9. Not known 

10. JayaprakaSa king of Kantipitr 2 years 

11. Viswajit-malla, murdered. 

12. Dalamardana Shah, of Navakot 4 years 

13. TSjanarayana simha a descendent of Viswajit Malla 

(No. 11). * 3 years 

then the country was conquered by the Ghbrka King 

Prithvi- Narayana. ( 1768 A. D.) 
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APPENDIX III 
We have sufficiently proved in our works the following 

Important dates in the History of Bharat. 

Kali B.C. 
1. Mahabharata War — B. K. (or before 

Kali) B. K. 36 3138 

2. Coronation of Yudhistira and Yudhi¬ 
stira era begins ,, 36 

3. Birth of Parikshit „ 36 it 

4. Coronation of Somadhi in Magadha 
(Barhadradha Dynasty) „ 36 a 

5. Coronation of Brihadbala inAyodhya 
(Ikshwaku Dynasty) ,, 36 n 

6. Coronation of ‘Gali’ in Nepal (Kirata 
Dynasty who are Kshatriyas by caste) ,, 36 9t 

7. Coronation of Gonanda 11 inKashmir 
(Gonanda Dynasty, Kshatriya.) „ 37-1 JJ 

8. Krishna Niryana ■— 3102 

9. Kali Era begins — 3102 

10. Coronation of Parikshit Kali 1 3101 

11. Jayabhyudaya Yudhistira era begins 1 

12. Yudhistirakala era or the Saptarshi era or 
Loukikabda which is still used in'Kashmir 26 3076 

13. Death of Parikshit 60 3042 

14. Janamejaya’s gift-deed (Ind. Ant. 333,334) 89 3013 

15. Aryabhat (The Great Asfcronomer) 360 2742 

16. Beginning of the ‘Yudhistira era of the 
Jains’ 468 2634 

17. Coronation of Pradyota 970 2132 

18. Coropation of Sisunaga 1108 1994 



m 
1 9, Buddha’s birth (Buddha was the son of 

Suddhodana the 23rd king of the Ikrhwaku 
Dynasty which ruled in Ayodhya from 
3138 B. C. to 1638 B. C. i. e. 1500 years. 30 
kings ruled in this Dynasty. Each king 
reigned on an average for 50 years. 1215 1887 
Suddhodana (the father of Buddha) being 
the 23rd king (23x50 = 1150) might 
have been reigned in the 12th century 
after the Mahilbharata War. i. e. the 19th 
century B.C. & not the sixth century B.C. 

20. Contemporaries of Buddha (1) Kshemajit 
the fourth king of the Sisuniiga "Dynasty 
or the 31st, of the Magadha King count 
ing from the war, reigned from 

B. C. 1892-1852 1215 1887 
(2) Bimbis&ra ,, 1852-1814 1250 1852 

(3) Ajatasathru ,, 1814-1787 1288 1814 
Buddha’s renunciation 1244 1858 
Buddha Niyvana 1295 1807 

31. Mahupadmananda’s Coronation 1468 1034 

22. Chandragupta Maurya ,, 1568 1534 

23. Coronation of Asoka 1630 1472 

24. Age of Nagarjuna Yogi 1808 1294 

25. Pushpamitra Sunga (Coronation) 1884 1218 

26. Age of Patanjali' 1884 1218 

27. Vasudeva Kanwa 2184 918 
28. Andhra Dynasty (Srimukha) 2269 833 
29. Malavagana Saka or Era 2377 725 

30. Birth of Vardhamana Maha-Vira or ‘JINA’ 
(the 24th and last of the Jain prophets 2503 599 

,, Niryana of Jina (or Vardhamana Maha- 
vira) 470 years before Vikrama Era 2574 528 
According Jina-Vijaya (470+58) 528 B.C.) 

31. Birth of Kumarila Bhatta Propagator of 
Karma-Kanda of the Vedas. (Contempo- 2545 557 
rary to Mahavira from 557 - 528 B, C. 
(Cycle year ‘Krodhi') 

„ Kumarila Bhatta was pushed out into the 
street from the terrace of his Jaina Guru 
(Cycle year ‘DHATA’) 2577 525 
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» Ueath of Kutnirila Bhalta. (Cycle year 
‘KILAKA’ 260S> 493 

32, Cyrus Era. This era was used in Nor¬ 
thern India by Vrudclha Garga and Vara. 2552 550 
hamihira in their Astronomical treatises. 

33. Birth of Sri Sankara (Cycle year 
‘NAN DANA5 2593 509 

„ Upanayana of Sankara 2598 504 

In the beginning of his 8th year he lost 
his father Sivaguru 2601 501 

,, Completed the study of the four Vedas 
and Ve dan gas 2601 501 

,, Got permission of his mother to enter the 
Holy order of Sanyasa (Karthika Sukla 2602 500 
Ekadasi, Cycle year ‘PLAVA5 

,, Initiated by Govinda padacharya into 
karma Sanyasa at Amarakanta on the 
bank of the Narmada river. (Philiguna 2603 499 
Sudha Dwithiya of the Cycle year ‘Subha- 
krut5 

,, Philosophical study from Govindapada- 2603 49 9 
charya to 2605 497 

t> Visited his Paramaguru Goudapado,- 
charya who was aged 120 years by that 
time at Badarikasrama on the Himalayas 2605 497 
and stayed there for four years to study to 2609 493 
the philosophy at his paramaguru 

„ By the order of his Paramaguru Gaudapit. 
dacharya Sri Sankara wrote a Bhashya 
on Gaudapada Karikas and sixteen Bha- „ „ 
shyas on Prasthana thraya etc., in this 
period of four years 

,, Initiation of Vishnu Sarma ‘By Sankara 
who was his Sa*ha*patti (Co - Student) at 
Kalati and who followed him in all his 
activities. His sanyasa name is ‘CHITSU- 
KHACHARYA’ (He was the author of 
‘Brihat Sankara Vijaya’) the first work 
written onSankara’s life. 

,, Death of Sankara’s mother ‘Aryamba’ 
Cycle year ‘Plavanga* 2608 493 
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★ Nirvana of Govindapadacharya, (the Guru) 
of Sankara (Kirthika Purnima Cycle year 2608 493 
’Plavanga’ 

* The Glory of Ujjain 
“Ujjain had hitherto been ruled by the independent 

chiefs for a long time, avc. can surely say that it was standing 
as a great centre of learning at least from 2450 Kali (652 B. C.) 
The literary greatness of this town can be realised from the 
history of Sri Harsha (Vikramarka) who breathed his last in 
2645 Kali, (457 B. C.) and of the previous history. Before Sri 
Harsha (Vikrama), Ujjain was ruled by his maternal Grand¬ 
father, whom Sri Harsha succeeded. The mother of Sri Harsha 
was the daughter of the king of Ujjain. Father was the well- 
known scholar, Chandra Sarma. Chandra Sarrna was the cus¬ 
todian and a propagator of all Oriental lore living in our time. 
He studied the Mahabhashyam of Patanjali, from Gaudapada 
and propagated throughout the length and breadth of India, 
during his Garhastya. He- took up Sany&sam in his latter-age 
received his Brahma - Vidya from the same Gaudapada in his 
Turiyashrama, and propagated it to Sri- Vidyasankara (i.e. Adi 
Sankaracharya) who founded our Paramahamsa Samrajyam. 

“Thus Chandra Sarma of Ujjain prestige, was Govinda- 
bhagavatpada, the Holy Guru of the well-known Sri Vidya¬ 
sankara (Adi Sankaracharya). Had it not been for the laborious 
work of Chandra Sarma (Govinda Bhagavatpada, Sanyasaname) 
in those days, there would not have been any chance for the 
up-keep of the Indian Literary Lore even to the present day, 

“ Ujjain is known to have been a great centre of Astro¬ 
nomy, from a long time. Maya, the Father of Indian Astro¬ 
nomy, who lived at the beginning of the Tretayuga, and who 
lives even to the very day through his Surya Siddhanta, the 
highest documentary evidence genuine, that has recorded the 
exact date of the beginning of the universe, correct to the 
second, and the only extraordinary authority to find out the 
chronology of the uni verse,speaks of Ujjain as one of the obser¬ 
vatories directly north on his own meridian. Not this much 
even! it is the seat of one of the Joytirlingams, Maha-Kala by 
name. As such, Ujjain can very easily be grasped as one of 
thts prominent places in Bharata Varsha from millions past*” 
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„ Initiation of ‘Sanandana’ into Sanyasa 
order (His Sanyasa name is Padma Pada- 
charya) 2608 

,, Sankara s going to Prayaga to propagate 
the Advaita Philosophy. (Magha Bahula 
Amavasya.) ' 2609 

,, The Brahmin who was suffering from 
leprosy and cured by Sankara at prayaga 
is the third disciple.His name is ‘Udanka’ 2609 

„ The fourth disciple was the dumb man 
who was the son of Prabhakaradhvarinby 
name ‘Pridhvidhara’. His Sanyasa name 
given by Sankara is ‘Hastamalakacharya5 t) 

,, Prabhakaradhvarin the father of Pridhvi¬ 
dhara also took the order of Sanyasa. „ 

,, Sankara in his 16th year met Kumarila 
Bhatta for the first and the last time in 
Ruddhapura near Prayaga in the act of 
self-immolation by Kumarila Bhatta. (Ku¬ 
marila is older than Sankara by 48 years.) 
Cycle year ‘Kilaka5 „ 

493 

493 

493 

55 

(Vide pages 146-148 of ‘‘Epochs of Bharata Varsha’ by 
Jagadguru Sri Kalyansnanda Bharati Mantacharya Swami 
of Sringeri Sri Virupakha Sri Peetam), 

The chief among thh disciples of, and one in regular 
succession of Vedantic teachers from Gaudapadacharya was 
Govinda Yogin. This Govinda yogin or Govinda Bhagavat- 
pada as Sankara uniformly calls him in his works was no other 
person than Chandra Sarman, the renowned grammarian who 
is said to have had the special fortune of preserving to the 
worldPa»-anjali’s Mahabhashya on Panini’s Ashtadhyayi as ampli¬ 
fied by Katyayana's vart.ka, as we posses it at present. The 
tradition* current in d fferent parts of India as well as the 
written accounts thf: are ^recorded in Patanjali Vijaya, 
G mdapid .asa, and barirrisriya, inform us that he was a 
learned Bi ahinana of Prachyadesa (Andhradesa) that he was 
well-versed in the Vaid ka and Liukika literatures of his day, 
that te had the special: or tune of '.ea- rung the MahSbha-shya 
from Gr.udapadacharya, that he settled at Ujjain and married 
Seelavgti the only daughter of the Brahcni- king of Ujjain who 
was descended from tie Brahmin dyna of Dhunjt” who 
establis red a Brahmin kingdom in Ujjain .. -he ninth century 

(16) 
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The Great Pandit ‘Mandana Misra5 was 
an independent Brahmin Chief or Raja of 
an important state with Mahishmatipura 
as the seat. He was a Kanva Brahmin of 
the south. He was the disciple of Ruma¬ 
nia Bhatta and a staunch adherent to 
Karma Kanda of the 'Vedas. After a great 
discussion Mandana Misra became the 
disciple of Sri Sankara, leaving his Gru- 
hasta Ashrama he became a Sanyasin.His 
Sanyasa name is ‘Sureswar&charya’ (Cycle 
year ‘Sadh&rana5) 2611 491 

Sri Sankara founded the ‘Dwaraka Mutt5 
(MaghaSuklaSaptami of the cycle year Sa¬ 
dharana with 'Hastamalaka5 as its 1st 
Adhipati. 2611 491 

before Christ. It is written by some that he also married two 
other wives (Sumati and Madanarekha) from the Vysya and 
the Sudra castes, and became the father of four sons who all 
became renowned in Indian Literature under the names of 
Bhartri-Hari, Sri Harsha, Bhatti and Varaatchi.” (This 
'Vararuchi is different from the Vararuchiof 57 Be., one of the 
nine Gems of Vikramaditya’s court.) 

Bhartrihari or Bhartri-prapancha as he was generally 
known in his later Ashrama, was the eldest son of Govinda 
Bhagavat-pada by his Royal Bhrahmin wife Seelavati (Daughter 
of the king ofUjjain), He is said to have ruled the kingdom 
of Ujjain for some time, as being the eldest s on of his Royal 
mother by Chadra Sarma; but being disgusted with the unchastity 
of his beloved queen, hesoon resigned the kingdom in favour 
of his valarous brother Sri Harsha. He therev pon became a 
sanyasin and lived with his aged father as one of his constant 
cheias. His proper name was ‘Hari,’ and ‘Bhartri5 was merely 
a title like “His Majesty.” 

Govinda Bhagavatpada lived partij at Bndirikashrama 
on the Himalayas, where his teacher, great teacher and great- 
great teacher lived, learning the Vedanta from tnoir lips, and 
partly at Amarakanta on the bank of the Narmada near Ujjain 
teaching the Vedanta to his dimples in turn. Govinda 
Bhagavatpada was like his Panama guru (Sri wuka.ycgin.ira) a 
born Siddha and a great yogin. Besides the Mahabhashya 
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Sankara visited Nepal and destroyed the 

Buddha faith, (Vide the Indian Antiquary 2614 488 
Vol.XIIIp 417 ff.) to 487 

Fouuded‘Jyotir Mutt’in the Himalayas 
Pushya Suddha Purnima of the cycle year 
Rakshasa) with ‘Throtakacharya as its 1st 
Adhipati. 2616 486 

Sankara founded the 'Govardhana Mutt’ 
of Puri (Jagannath), (Vaisakha Sukla Na- 
vami of the cycle year ‘Nala’) with 
‘Padmapadacharya as its Adhipati 2617 485 

which is said to have reproduced in its present shape, only- 
three other works “Yoga-Taravali, Advaitanubhuti, and 
Brahmamrita.varshini are ascribed to him. 

Sankara, after wandering for nearly a year in search 
of his appointed Guru, arrived with his co-student and disciple 
Vishnu Sarma on the bank of the Narmada, and met Sri 
Govinda Yogin, by a happy coincidence, in his own hermitage, 
surrounded by his illustrious son ‘Bhartri-Hari’ (who was also 
a Sanyasin) and his disciples. Sankara gladly chose Govinda 
Yogin as his Holy Teacher, and the latter was most happy to 
accept the former as his worthy pupli. Though the teacher 
felt himself inferior to the pupil, yet Govinda Bhagavatpada 
obeyed the Lord’s command by making Sankara go through 
the formalities needed for becoming a full ascetic (Karma- 
Sanyasin). 

‘‘In his Brihat-Sankara Vijaya Chitsukha.Charya 
informs us that Sankara took the permission of his mother to 
become a Sanyasin on the 11th day of the Bright-half of the 
month of Kartika of the year 2639 of the Yudhishthira Saka 
(corresponding to 500 B. C.), and was ordained as a regular 
Sannyasin by Govinda Bhagavatpada on the 2nd day of the 
Bright-half of the month of Phalguna of the year 2640 of the 
Yudhishthira Saka (corresponding to 499 B. C.l. So Sankara 
became a full Sannyasin in his tenth year, and under the 
guidance of Govinda Bhagavatapada and his worthy son 
Bhartrihari, he became master of all the Sashtras before he 
completed his twelfth year. It is said that Sankara had very 
great reverence for Bhatrihari or Bhartriprapancha as he calls 
him and it was in emulation of him and at his inducement that 
Sankara wrote many of his minor works and commentaries, 
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The Sarada Mutt at ‘Sringeri’ was founded 
in Pushy a Purnima of the year ‘Pingala’ 
with ‘Sureswaracharya’ as its first Peeta. 
dhipathi. 

,f The ‘Kamakoti peetha’ at ‘Ranchi’ was 
founded in vaisakha Sukla Purnima of 
the year ‘Siddhardhin’ with Adi~ 
Sankara himself as its first Acharya 

,, Niryana of Sri Sankara in his 32nd year 
(Cycle year ‘Raktakshi) 

2618 484 

2620 482 

2625 477 

“ While Sankara was in Kalati attending his mother’s 
funeral ceremony, a young Brahmin by name Sanandana 
arrives at kalati and informs Sankara that his revered guru 
Sri Govinda Bhagavatpada whom he had left at Badarikasrama 
has returned to his hermitage at Amarakanta (or Amareshwar) 
on the bank of Narmada owing to serious illness and that he is 
very anxious to see him before he quits his body in the world. 
After enquiring of the young man and of his object in going to 
him, Sankara accepts Sanandana as his disciple and starts at 
once to Amareswara with his two disciples Chitsukha and 
Sanandana and manages to arrive in the course of a month 
at his Guru’s hermitage, 

“ There, in the island of Mandhata formed on the 
Vaiduryamani Parvata in the Middle of Narmada, Sankara 
finds his aged and revered Guru, Govinda Bhagavatpada, lying 
on his death-bed surrounded by his devoted son Bhartrihari 
and his other loving disciples anxiously watching the last 
moments of his mundane existence as a Yogin, and is deeply 
moved at the pitiable sight of his teacher who had already lost 
his consciousness. It was in the cycle year ‘Plavanga’, the 
Purnima (Full.Moon) day of the month of Kartika of the year 
2646 ot the yudhisthira Saka (of 3138 B. C ), and on hearing the 
sweet voice of Sankara crying by his side, Govinda Bhagavatpada 
suddenly recovers his senses, rises up like a strong healthy 
man from his bed, embraces Sankara with his arms, exhorts 
aim to undertake his victorious tour (Digvijaya) throughout 
India to extablish his Advaita Philosophy in the world, orders 
his pupils to follow Sankara in future as their master, imparts 
to them his last lesson on the duties of a Sanyasfn called 
Turiyasrama Dharmopadesa. blesses Sankara 'once more and 
ensures him success in his grand undertaking and quietly 
passes away from the world, Yogin as he was, uttering the 
sacred syllable “Om” (Pianava) as his last word on this earth 
(493 B.C.) 
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34. Sri Harsha Era (King of Ujjain) 2615 457 
35. Division of Andhra Empire 2775 327 
36. Gupta Dynasty begins (Chandragupta) 

(Contemporary of Alexander) 2775 327 
37. Gupta Era 2775 327 
38. Alexander’s Invasion 2776 326 
39. Coronation of Samudragupta 2782 320 
40. End of Maha Gupta Empire 3020 82 
41. Birth of Vikramaditya 3001 101 
42. Coronation of Vikramaditya at Ujjain 

(Malwa Rashtra) 3020 82 
43. Vtkrama Era 3044 57 
44. Kalidasa, Varahamihira etc. nine Gems 

in the court of Vikramaditya. 3044 57 
45. Christian Era begins 3102 A. D. 

“As soon as the ceremonies connected with the 
Siddhi of Govmda Bhagavatpada are over, and his body is 
interred in a Samarlhi constructed by the disciples for the 
time being, Sankara admits Sadananda into the sacred order 
of Sanyasins. 

“It is stated by Chitsukhacharya. in his Brihat Sankara 
Vijaya, that when the wonderful news of the Siddhi (d^ath) of 
Govinda Bhagavatpada reached the ears oi Sriharsha Vikrama~ 

ditya, the then Emperor of Ujjaini he proceeded to the Island of 

Mandhata in Amaresvara on the hank of the Narmada where the 

sacred body of his revered /other was interred by hie disciples and 

in memory of his sacred name whose last word was Onkarat caused 

the great temple of Onkaranatha erected over his Samadhi. Compare 
also the following verse ot Patanjuli Chantra (VIII-72) 

<e sjufo jjCsScJSt’8 #'c§"tri,;&'7r,§r i 

tfcSTr’xr-tfc aft's || o a q 

Q'gcStoSS^oS® ^SSoSeSgS !1 

(2646) dtfe§i|,&¥S«|tS ^3138 B. C ) 

’5"* sSES o£r=cS£rio II 
<r. „j* ?3 Q 

cSjuXarr”osStfs I 

/Usoss^ksSit^jSs §>a0 tSoi*^ tSocs&sacp \\» 

jg (jsS©Sc.«?€)Sr*a S&sSptftfgg^-sr^ I 

d&<f~g" ?>s5go o«2) ss&'&TT’gS'^r® (Jr’eJfS 

^"grJfer’ | Ss&oS 1 

$£&'£8r*z.g) &QsS>$ sfetr* s»Ma»7r*g sSbsiB^S' II •” 
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46. Coronation of Salivahana (Great grandson Kali A. D. 
of Vikramaditya of 57 B. C.) 3179 78 

47. Bhattotpala (Astronomer) 3439 338 
48. Bhaskaiacharya, the Great Astronomer 

andMathematician 3587 486 
49. Coronation of Bhojaraja 3739 638 
50. Birth of Ramanujacharya 4118 1017 
51. ,, Madhvacharya 

Battle of Kurushetra with Mahammud Gori 
4220 1119 

52. 4295 1193 
53. Indepandent Bharat 5048 1947 

" Wk w qqqp I 

flP ^ftfa I 

'jftfo^w^asr sqjqqq q^qq u 

?U^icqq^Tt(26i0) gfqf^qpqf (313s B- c- ) 

^FT qqfd^Tfa gfi&wraf ?Krf^» u 

#R^l%q^T^H f$r>ql qtqfq^T qC i 

qirqqqqqcqrqs feftq gqiq gqqt u” 

“qifqqpq qf^criii^s fef^qiq»q%cqr l 

q^sq g^q q^qr^q) ^Tgr??f i 

*% ?% qjqqqqffqfqq^ fem\ qftfqqq i 

T^qnp-fq INWhrif p#r(t q§sfa- u” 
We are told by reliable Persons that the great shrine 

of Onkaranatha contacted by Sri-Harsha Vikramaditya in 
memory of his sacred father, is even to this day considered by 
the Hindus as one of their most sacred places of piligrimage 
and that a grand festival is celebrated every year in this shrine 
on the Purnima day of the month of Kartika in memory 
of the great day on which Govinda Bhagavatpada attained his 
Brahmibhava- It is said that this festival attracts over 15 000 
devotees from all parts of the .country who consider the 
sanctity of Narmada on this day of the year above that of any 
other river, and say that while it requires 3 day’s bathing 
in the barasvati, 7 Day’s in the Yamuna, and 1 day’s in Ganga, 
the mere sight of the Narmada at this place suffices to make 
pien pure, (Vide Age of Sankara Part 1 A, P, P, f>9-lQ3.) 



APPENDIX IV 
Some major errors in modern books on Indian History 

Age of Kanishka 1294 to 1234 B. C. 

He wag the 51st among the Kashmir kings. He lived in 
the 13th century B. C., but not in the 1st century A. D., as was 
stated by the western historians. He never ruled in Ujjain. 
No era was started in his time. (Vide Rajatarangini) 

Mihirakula 
He was not a Huna as the modern historians say. 

They misrepresented his whole history. He was a Kshatriya. 
He belonged to the Gonanda dynasty; he was the 64th 'king in 
the list of Kashmir kings. His age was 704 B. C. to 634 B. C.) 
(Vide Rajatarangini) 

Toramana 
Toramana was not a foreign king. He was not a Huna 

by race. He was a kshatriya. He was the younger brother of 
Hiranya the 82nd king of Kashmir. (16 B. C. to 14 A. D.) Being 
Yuvaraja ‘Toramana’ issued coins in his name removing the 
coins bearing the image of the Goddess ‘Bala’. This enraged 
the king (his brother). So he was imprisoned and died in 
prison. Toramana’s son was Pravarasgna. (Vide Rajatarangini) 
He ruled Kashmir as the S4th king alter Matrigupta the 83rd 
ruler who was nominated by ‘Vikramaditya1 Emperor of 
Bharat. 

The statement of the western historians that Thoramana 
is the father of Mihira-kula and they both belong to Huna race 
is false and fictitious. They both belong to the Dynasty of 
Gonanda III the 53 king in the list of Kashmir rulers. (1182 B.C.) 
Mihirakula is the 12th King from Gonanda III (704 B, C.) and 
Thoramana is the brother of the 30th ktng ‘Hiranya’ from Go¬ 
nanda III (16 B. C.) He never ruled any where. 

Age of Nagarjuna Yogi 
The Great Buddhist Yogi Nagarjuna is a Kshatriya 

king. He visited Kashmir twice, in the reigns of Kanishka and 
his successor Abhimanyu in the 13th century B. C. His age is 
between 1294 3. C, and 1234 }'. C. (Vide Rajatarangini) 

Patanjali 
On the request of th3 king of Kashmir named Abhi¬ 

manyu (1234-1182 B. C.' the famous Pandit 'Chand.rach&rya went 
to Kashmir, or- ened a Pf’thasala and taught Patanja ii’s Mahabha* 
shya to his pupils. He also wrote a Sanski-h Grammar. There¬ 
fore Patanjali might have lived before 12th century B. C. (Vide 
Rajatarangini). 

Asoka 
There were two Asckas, one belonging to the Maurya 

dynasty and another belonging to the Gonanda dynasty of 
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Kashmir, Both of them were contemporaries. Kashmir Asoka 
is the 48th monarch in the list of Kashmir kings. He lost his 
Kingdom to the Mlechchas and fled to the forest where he died. 
H is son ‘Jalauka’ reconquered Kashmir from the Mlechchas. 
Kashmir Asoka’s grandson was ‘Damodara’ II the 50th king in 
the list of Kashmir rulers. The 51st. King is Kanishka 52nd 
king Abhimanyu, the father of Gonanda III of 1182 B, C. The 
53rd king in the Kashmir list of kings is sajd to have been 2330 
years before Kalhana t.e. in 1182 B. C. Asoka was the 6th king 
counted back from this 53rd king. His time was 1448-1400 B.C. 
That the Kashmir Asoka and Maurya Asoka (1472-36 B.C.) were 
contemporaries is admitted by the western historians. So it 
follows that Maurya nsoka flourished in the 15th century B. C. 
and not in the 3rd century B.C. as is now generally understood. 
According to tne Puranas the Maurya Asoka’s time is 1472-36 
B. C. (Vide Rajatarang'ini) 

Speaking of the Indian sources, Dr, Fleet wrote : 
“We should not be able to deduce the date of Asoka 

from the Puranas, But we should find that the Rajataraugini 

would place him somewhere about 1260. B.C. We shall find, 
indeed, that the Nepal Vamsav ili would place him; roughly, 
about B. C. 2600. As, however, that list does not mention him 
as a ruler of Nepal but only as a \isitor to the country, we 
should probably infer a mistake in that account, and prefer to 

select the date 1260. B. C. And then we, should set about arrang¬ 
ing the succession of the kings of India itself, from the Puranas, 
with 1260 B. C. for the approximate date of the succession" of 
Asoka as our starting point.’ lQ toted by M. Krishuatn icharya 
in his History of Classical Sansk ;,t Literature, Intro. iJ. KCII) 

As I have drawn from Rajatarangini in pointing out 
ti e errors of modern historians, I invite the reader’s attention 
to the esteem in which this historical work of Kashmir is held 
by wellknown scholars. 

Mr. V. A. Smith has the following to say on Kalhana’s 
work :— 

“This Sanskrit book v'hich comes nearest to the Euro¬ 
pean notion of a regular History is the 1 ajaUranghu of Kal¬ 
hana, a metrical chronicle of Kashmir, written m the twelfth 
century by the son of a minister ot the Rija’. 

(Page 54 of the Oxford Students’ History of India. By 
(V. A. Smith Ed, 1915) 

Su.,h a book a~ Rajatarartgini is unique in the literature 
o. the worla/ ( P 8. A Short History of Kashmir, by P, Gwa- 
shalal, B. A.) 

‘ Kalhana’s Rajatarangini is almost a revelation. 
Among the master - pieces of the world, his history is also one’ 
(Ibid.) 
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